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California Environmental Protection Agency 

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
1001 I Street, P.O. Box 4025 Sacramento, CA 95812 

Rosario Marin, Chair 
Rosalie Mule, Member 
Cheryl Peace, Member 

Carl Washington, Member 

Board Meeting 

Tuesday, August 16, 2005 9:30 am 
Wednesday, August 17, 2005 9:30 am 

Finley Community Center 
Cypress Room 

2060 W. College Avenue 
Santa Rosa, CA 95401 

AGENDA: 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

II. ROLL CALL AND DECLARATION OF QUORUM 

• Pledge Of Allegiance 

III. OPENING REMARKS 

IV. REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS 

• Presentation - Sonoma County Waste Management And Current Issues 

V. PUBLIC COMMENT 

VI. CONSENT AGENDA 

VII. CONTINUED BUSINESS AGENDA ITEMS 

VIII. NEW BUSINESS AGENDA ITEMS 

Special Waste 

1. Consideration Of Scope Of Work For The Tire-Derived Product Business 
Assistance Program (Tire Recycling Management Fund, FYs 2005/2006 And 
2006/2007) -- This Item will be heard before the Full Board only on Tuesday, 
August 16th  

2. Report On The Status Of And Request For Direction For The Remediation Of 
The Sonoma County Waste Tire Sites -- This Item will be heard before the Full 
Board only on Tuesday, August 16th 
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Sustainability And Market Development 

3.  Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The 
Previously Approved Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And 
Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge Diversion Credit, For The Sonoma 
County Waste Management Agency -- (Committee Item B) 

4.  Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application 
By The Unincorporated Area Of Nevada County -- (Committee Item C) 

5.  Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The 
Previously Approved Source Reduction And Recycling Element For The City Of 
Fillmore, Ventura County -- (Committee Item D) 

6.  Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The 
Previously Approved Source Reduction and Recycling Element For The City of 
Temecula, Riverside County -- (Committee Item E) 

7.  Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The 
Following Jurisdictions: Blythe, Riverside County; Fillmore, Ventura County; 
Loma Linda, San Bernardino County; Lemon Grove, Oceanside, San Diego 
County; Oroville, Butte County -- (Committee Item F) 

8.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 
Coachella, Riverside County -- (Committee Item G) 

9.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The 
Consolidated Waste Management Authority, Tulare County -- (Committee Item H) 

10.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 
Imperial Beach, San Diego County -- (Committee Item I) 

11.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 
Victorville, San Bernardino County -- (Committee Item J) 

12.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 
Yucaipa, San Bernardino County -- (Committee Item K) 

13.  Consideration Of The Completion Of Compliance Order IWMA BRO3-01, For 
The City Of McFarland, Kern County -- (Committee Item L) 

14.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Alternative Diversion 
Requirement By The City Of McFarland, Kern County -- (Committee Item M) 

15.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 
California City, Kern County -- (Committee Item N) 

16.  Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The 
Unincorporated Area of Kern County -- (Committee Item 0) 
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17.  Consideration Of A Second SB 1066 Time Extension Application By The County 
of Mendocino -- (Committee Item P) 

18.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 
Ukiah, Mendocino County -- (Committee Item Q) 

19.  Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2002 For The 
Previously Approved Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And 
Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge Diversion Credit, For The City Of 
Redding, Shasta County -- (Committee Item R) 

20.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 
Woodland, Yolo County -- (Committee Item S) 

21.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 
Davis, Yolo County -- (Committee Item T) 

22.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 
Sanger, Fresno County -- (Committee Item U) 

23.  Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City of 
Soledad, Monterey County -- (Committee Item V) 

24.  Consideration Of The Five Year Review Report Of The Countywide Integrated Waste 
Management Plan For The City And County Of San Francisco -- (Committee Item W) 

25.  Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program 
Application For Desert Solutions, Inc. (FY 05/06) -- (Committee Item Y) 

26.  Consideration On A Proposal Regarding The Annual Recycled Product 
Tradeshow -- (Committee Item Z) 

27.  Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The 
Inability To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Postconsumer Material 
To Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: (1) Glad Products 
Company (dba) Glad Manufacturing Company); (2) Pactiv Corporation; (3) Poly-America, 
LP; (4) Trans Western Polymers, Inc.; And (5) Republic Bag -- (Committee Item AA) 

28.  Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For The Education And The 
Environment Initiative Education Consultant (FY 2005/2006 & 2006/2007, 
Integrated Waste Management Account) -- (Committee Item AB) 

29.  Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For Education And The 
Environment Initiative Writing Teams (FY 2005/2006, Integrated Waste 
Management Account) -- (Committee Item AC) 

17. Consideration Of A Second SB 1066 Time Extension Application By The County 
of Mendocino -- (Committee Item P) 

 
18. Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 

Ukiah, Mendocino County -- (Committee Item Q) 
 

19. Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2002 For The 
Previously Approved Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And 
Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge Diversion Credit, For The City Of 
Redding, Shasta County -- (Committee Item R) 

 
20. Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 

Woodland, Yolo County -- (Committee Item S) 
 

21. Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 
Davis, Yolo County -- (Committee Item T) 

 
22. Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of 

Sanger, Fresno County -- (Committee Item U) 
 

23. Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City of 
Soledad, Monterey County -- (Committee Item V) 

 
24. Consideration Of The Five Year Review Report Of The Countywide Integrated Waste 

Management Plan For The City And County Of San Francisco -- (Committee Item W) 
 

25. Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program 
Application For Desert Solutions, Inc. (FY 05/06)  -- (Committee Item Y) 

 
26. Consideration On A Proposal Regarding The Annual Recycled Product  

Tradeshow -- (Committee Item Z) 
 

27. Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The 
Inability To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Postconsumer Material 
To Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: (1) Glad Products 
Company (dba) Glad Manufacturing Company); (2) Pactiv Corporation; (3) Poly-America, 
LP;  (4) Trans Western Polymers, Inc.; And (5) Republic Bag -- (Committee Item AA) 

 
28. Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For The Education And The 

Environment Initiative Education Consultant (FY 2005/2006 & 2006/2007, 
Integrated Waste Management Account) -- (Committee Item AB) 

 
29. Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For Education And The 

Environment Initiative Writing Teams (FY 2005/2006, Integrated Waste 
Management Account) -- (Committee Item AC) 

 
 
 
 

 C



Permitting And Enforcement 

30. Discussion And Request For Rulemaking Direction On Proposed Amendments To The 
Transfer/Processing Operations And Facilities Regulatory Requirements To Address 
Conversion Technology Operations And Facilities -- (Committee Item B) 

31. Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit 
(Disposal/Compostable Material Handling/Transfer Processing Station) For The 
Monterey Peninsula Landfill, Monterey County -- (Committee Item C) 

32. Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing 
Station) For The Lovelace Transfer Station, San Joaquin County -- (Committee Item D) 

33. Consideration Of A Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Station) 
For The Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station, Kern County — (Committee Item E) 

34. Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Facility And 
Transfer/Processing Station) For The Central Disposal Site, Sonoma County —
(Committee Item F) 

35. Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Facility) 
For The Altamont Landfill And Resource Recovery Facility/Alameda County — 
(Committee Item G) 

36. Consideration Of A New Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing 
Station) For The Fremont Recycling And Transfer Station, Alameda County — 
(Committee Item H) 

IX. BOARD MEMBERS COMMENT 

X. ADJOURNMENT 

NOTES: 
• Agenda items may be taken out of order. 
• The official California Integrated Waste Management Board agendas are available via the Internet at: www.ciwmb.ca.goviagendas/ 
• This agenda notice does not include a specific ending time for the Board meeting. The meeting shall end when all of the noticed items 

and other business have been dealt with. For meetings noticed for two days, the meeting may end on the first day noticed if all 
business is concluded on that day 

• Persons interested in addressing the Board on any agenda item must fill out a speaker request form and present it to the Board 
Secretary prior to Board consideration of the item. The Board may limit the time for individual public testimony. 

• If written comments are submitted, 15 two-sided copies must be provided in advance of the Board meeting with the following 
information on the first page of the document: date, addressee, Board meeting, agenda item number, and name of person submitting 
the document. 

• Any information mailed with this agenda is disseminated as a public service only, and is intended to reduce the volume and costs of 
separate mailings. This information does not necessarily reflect the opinions, views, or policies of the Board. 

• To request special accommodations for those persons with disabilities, or to verify if an item will be heard, or to obtain copies of the 
agenda items, please contact the Board's Administrative Assistant at (916) 341-6550 or brdmeet@ciwmb.ca.gov. 

Notice: The Board may hold a closed session to discuss the following: confidential tax returns, trade secrets, or other confidential or proprietary 
information of which public disclosure is prohibited by law; the appointment or employment of a public employee; or litigation under authority of 
Government Code Sections 11126 (a)(1), (c)(3), (15), and (e), respectively. 

Important Notice: Items may be placed on the consent agenda. The Board will approve these items all at once without discussion. Therefore, if 
a Board Member or a member of the public wishes to speak to an item on the consent calendar, they must make their request that the item be 
removed from the consent agenda before the Board considers it. 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 1 (Revised) 
ITEM 
Consideration Of Scope Of Work For The Tire-Derived Product Business Assistance Program 
(Tire Recycling Managment Fund, FYs 2005/2006 And 2006/2007) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
Market demand for tire-derived products must be increased in order to divert additional 
tires from California landfills. Efficiently operated tire-derived product businesses are 
essential to increasing market demand. Many businesses may need technical assistance 
in order to optimize production, strengthen operational and sales areas, and take 
advantage of market opportunities. 

This agenda item presents a Scope of Work (SOW) for a consultant to facilitate a 
business assistance program designed to increase demand for tire-derived products by 
building the capacity and improving operational efficiencies of tire-derived product 
businesses. The Tire-Derived Product Business Assistance Program's (Program) 
evaluation procedures and criteria will be provided for the Board's consideration at a 
later date. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
At its May 11, 2005 meeting, the Board approved the Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire 
Recycling Management Program 3rd  Edition (Five-Year Plan). The Five-Year Plan 
included an annual allocation for the Tire Business Assistance Program and Tire-Derived 
Product Testing and Certification. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the SOW for the Program by adopting Resolution Number 2005-227. 
2. Make changes to the SOW and/or Resolution and adopt Resolution Number 2005-227. 
3. Take no action at this time and refer the item back to staff. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Approve recommendation 1 and adopt Resolution Number 2005-227. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

More than 36 million tires are estimated to be generated annually in California. In 
2003, 73.1 percent of the tires were diverted from California landfills. An estimated 
22.3 percent of the generated tires were recycled in California (versus 9.7 percent 
nationally) into crumb rubber applications such as rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC) 
(6.7 percent), and molded, extruded and other products (15.6 percent). This exceeds 
the national estimates of 1.9 percent for RAC and 7.8 percent for molded, extruded 
and other products. 
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The Rubber Manufacturers Association believes that markets for molded products, 
sport surfacing and animal bedding are expected to increase over the next two years.  
This sentiment is echoed by many in the tire recycling industry.  California, with its 
population and market position, is poised for significant growth in crumb rubber end-
uses in the near future.  However, in order to realize that potential market growth, the 
industry and individual businesses must be strong enough to capitalize on the 
opportunities. 
 
The Program is designed to increase demand for recycled California tires by building 
the capacity and improving cost efficiencies of tire-derived businesses.  Eligible 
businesses may apply for assistance to: (1) evaluate and improve their business plan 
and operations, (2) enhance marketing efforts, (3) test and certify new products, and 
(4) purchase necessary equipment. 
 
The Contractor will use a two-phase approach to identify areas of need and to provide 
the appropriate assistance.  Phase 1 consists of a general business needs assessment.  
The Contractor will work with the applicant and California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (CIWMB) staff to perform a comprehensive analysis of the 
business and prepare a general business needs assessment.  This assessment will 
identify opportunities for operational improvement, market expansion, and associated 
cost estimates. 
 
In Phase 2, the Contractor will provide technical assistance to a business.  Examples 
of assistance include, but are not limited to: 

• General Business Assistance (developing/adjusting a business plan, personnel 
issues, suppliers, business/capital structure, accounting systems and 
controls, website, etc.). 

• Technical Assistance (efficient plant design, manufacturing process improvement 
or optimization, inventory control systems, etc.). 

• Marketing Assistance (developing/modifying marketing plan, pricing, promotion, 
packaging, distribution, cooperative marketing, ad placement, trade shows, etc.). 

• Product Testing and Certification (Underwriters Laboratory, etc.). 
 
The assistance will be provided in a timeframe and manner acceptable to the CIWMB 
and the business and must be completed within 1812 months from being authorized 
by the CIWMB. 
 
The Contractor will conduct a one-day workshop for stakeholders regarding the 
Program.  The Contractor will provide monthly semiannual reports on assistance 
provided and anticipated to be provided.  The Contractor will also make an annual 
report and/or presentation to the Board on the assistance provided and aggregated 
results (such as increased sales and PTE diversion) of the Program. 
 
The Contractor may also provide services that benefit an identified sector or the 
industry as a whole.  Such services may include, but are not limited to, testing of 
materials or products, development of a coordinated marketing approach and/or 
“branding” of products from California recycled tires, web site coordination, 
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obtaining third-party testimonials regarding the benefits of tire-derived products, 
marketing assistance for the Program, etc. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
There are numerous issues related to tire management. This item discusses a program 
that could significantly increase the diversion of California waste tires and reduce the 
environmental impacts of disposal. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
There are potential programmatic and long-term impacts of the proposed program. 
By providing identified and targeted assistance, tire-derive product businesses will 
improve operational efficiencies and build their capacity. This may involve 
refocusing of existing staff resources to provide appropriate assistance. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
There are potentially significant stakeholder impacts in the form of improved 
productivity, profitability, and viability. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
The amount proposed to fund this contract was included in the Five-Year Plan 
approved by the Board at its May 11, 2005 meeting. 

F.  Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 

G.  Environmental Justice 
Any Contractor selected to perform the work contained in the SOW will be required 
to follow the principles of Environmental Justice contained in Public Resources Code 
Section 72000. 

H.  2001 Strategic Plan 
Goal 1: Increase participation in resource conservation, integrated waste 
management, waste prevention, and product stewardship to reduce waste and create a 
sustainable infrastructure. 

Objective 1: Promote environmentally sound and financially viable waste 
prevention and materials management practices among all actors in the life cycle 
of products and services. 

Goal 2: Assist in the creation and expansion of sustainable markets to support 
diversion efforts and ensure that diverted materials return to the economic 
mainstream. 

Objective 2: Encourage the use of materials diverted from California landfills 
and the use of environmentally preferable practices, products and technologies. 
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There are potential programmatic and long-term impacts of the proposed program.  
By providing identified and targeted assistance, tire-derive product businesses will 
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The amount proposed to fund this contract was included in the Five-Year Plan 
approved by the Board at its May 11, 2005 meeting. 
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Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 

 
G. Environmental Justice 

Any Contractor selected to perform the work contained in the SOW will be required 
to follow the principles of Environmental Justice contained in Public Resources Code 
Section 72000. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
Goal 1:  Increase participation in resource conservation, integrated waste 
management, waste prevention, and product stewardship to reduce waste and create a 
sustainable infrastructure. 
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prevention and materials management practices among all actors in the life cycle 
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diversion efforts and ensure that diverted materials return to the economic 
mainstream. 
 

Objective 2:  Encourage the use of materials diverted from California landfills 
and the use of environmentally preferable practices, products and technologies. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

VII.  

VIII.  

IX.  

The contract contemplated by this SOW will be funded for two Fiscal Years under the 
Tire Business Assistance Program and the Tire-Derived Product Testing and Certification 
categories contained in the Five-Year Plan. This multi-year funding is necessary due to 
the complex nature of the assistance to be provided, to provide continuity in the 
assistance program, to reduce the administrative burden, and maximize the resources 
available to provide actual assistance to businesses. 

1. Fund 
Source 

2. Amount 
Available 

3. Amount to 
Fund Item 

4. Amount 
Remaining 

5. Line Item 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund, FY 
2005/2006 

$1,500,000 $1,500,000 $-0- Consulting and 
Professional 
Services 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund, FY 
2005/2006 

$300,000 $300,000 $-0- Consulting and 
Professional 
Services 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund, FY 
2006/2007 

$1,750,000 $1,750,000 $-0- Consulting and 
Professional 
Services 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund, FY 
2006/2007 

$300,000 $300,000 $-0- Consulting and 
Professional 
Services 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Scope of Work 
2. Resolution Number 2005-227 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR 
A. Program Staff: Calvin Young 
B. Legal Staff: Holly Armstrong 
C. Administration Staff: Carol 

WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR 
A. Support 

Staff has not received any written 
the Program has been discussed 
May 24, 20051  end-June 29, 
incorporated suggestions and 
Staff believes that there is consensus 

ITEM PREPARATION 
Phone: 
Phone: 

Baker Phone: 

OPPOSITION 

support at the time this item was 
at the Waste Tire Interested Parties 

2005, and August 1, 2005. The Program 

(916) 341-6670 
(916) 341-6060 
(916) 341-6105 

written. However, 
meetings held 

and SOW have 
at these meetings. 

SOW from 
comments expressed by stakeholders 

the Program and support for 
stakeholders. The Program SOW be discussed the August 1, 2005 and will also at 
Waste Tire Interested Parties meeting. Any changes as the result of stakeholder input 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
The contract contemplated by this SOW will be funded for two Fiscal Years under the 
Tire Business Assistance Program and the Tire-Derived Product Testing and Certification 
categories contained in the Five-Year Plan.  This multi-year funding is necessary due to 
the complex nature of the assistance to be provided, to provide continuity in the 
assistance program, to reduce the administrative burden, and maximize the resources 
available to provide actual assistance to businesses. 
 
 
1. Fund 

Source 
2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund, FY 
2005/2006 

$1,500,000 $1,500,000 $-0- Consulting and 
Professional 
Services 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund, FY 
2005/2006 

$300,000 $300,000 $-0- Consulting and 
Professional 
Services 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund, FY 
2006/2007 

$1,750,000 $1,750,000 $-0- Consulting and 
Professional 
Services 

Tire Recycling 
Management 
Fund, FY 
2006/2007 

$300,000 $300,000 $-0- Consulting and 
Professional 
Services 

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Scope of Work 
2. Resolution Number 2005-227 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Calvin Young Phone:  (916) 341-6670 
B. Legal Staff:  Holly Armstrong Phone:  (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff:  Carol Baker Phone:  (916) 341-6105 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
Staff has not received any written support at the time this item was written.  However, 
the Program has been discussed at the Waste Tire Interested Parties meetings held 
May 24, 2005, and June 29, 2005, and August 1, 2005.  The Program and SOW have 
incorporated suggestions and comments expressed by stakeholders at these meetings.  
Staff believes that there is consensus support for the Program and SOW from 
stakeholders.  The Program and SOW will also be discussed at the August 1, 2005 
Waste Tire Interested Parties meeting.  Any changes as the result of stakeholder input 
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B. 

from the August 1, 2005 be in to this item meeting will reflected revisions and SOW, 
as-apPr-offiateTiffier-to4he-BeaFiglist-meeting,  

this item was written. 
Opposition 
Staff has not received any written opposition at the time 

Page 1 (Revised)-5 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-1   (Revised)
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 1 (Revised)-5 

from the August 1, 2005 meeting will be reflected in revisions to this item and SOW, 
as appropriate, prior to the Board’s August meeting.
 

B. Opposition 
Staff has not received any written opposition at the time this item was written. 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 

SCOPE OF WORK (Revised) 
Tire-Derived Product Business Assistance Program 

I.  INTRODUCTION/OBJECTIVES 
More than 36 million tires are estimated to be generated annually in California. In 2003, 
73.1 percent of the tires were diverted from California landfills. An estimated 22.3 
percent of the tires were recycled in California (versus 9.7 percent nationally) into crumb 
rubber applications such as rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC) (6.7 percent), and molded, 
extruded and other products (15.6 percent). This exceeds the national estimates of 1.9 
percent for RAC and 7.8 percent for molded, extruded and other products. 

The Rubber Manufacturers Association believes that national markets for molded 
products, sport surfacing and animal bedding are expected to increase over the next two 
years. This sentiment is echoed by many in the tire recycling industry. California, with 
its population and market position, is poised for significant growth in crumb rubber end- 
uses in the near future. However, in order to realize that potential market growth, the 
industry and individual businesses must be strong enough to capitalize on the 
opportunities. 

This Program is designed to increase demand for tire-derived products by building the 
capacity and improving cost efficiencies of tire-derived product businesses. Eligible 
businesses may apply for assistance to: (1) evaluate and improve their business plan and 
operations, (2) enhance marketing efforts, (3) test and certify new products, and (4) 
purchase necessary equipment. 

The Contractor will participate in the general business needs assessment (Assessment) 
and, upon authorization from the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(CIWMB), provide the identified technical assistance to the business. 

It is anticipated that due to the high level of expertise required from various disciplines, 
that the Contractor may assemble a team of highly experienced and respected consultants 
to effectively provide the necessary assistance. It is expected that one or more members 
of the Contractor's team will be highly knowledgeable regarding markets for tire-derived 
products. 

II.  WORK TO BE PERFORMED 
The Contractor will use a two-phase approach to identify areas of need and to provide the 
appropriate assistance. Phase 1 consists of the Assessment. The Contractor will work 
with the applicant and CIWMB staff to perform a comprehensive analysis of the business 
and prepare the Assessment. The Assessment will identify opportunities for market 
expansion, operational improvement, and associated cost estimates. 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
 

SCOPE OF WORK (Revised) 
Tire-Derived Product Business Assistance Program 

 
I. INTRODUCTION/OBJECTIVES 

More than 36 million tires are estimated to be generated annually in California.  In 2003, 
73.1 percent of the tires were diverted from California landfills.  An estimated 22.3 
percent of the tires were recycled in California (versus 9.7 percent nationally) into crumb 
rubber applications such as rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC) (6.7 percent), and molded, 
extruded and other products (15.6 percent).  This exceeds the national estimates of 1.9 
percent for RAC and 7.8 percent for molded, extruded and other products. 
 
The Rubber Manufacturers Association believes that national markets for molded 
products, sport surfacing and animal bedding are expected to increase over the next two 
years.  This sentiment is echoed by many in the tire recycling industry.  California, with 
its population and market position, is poised for significant growth in crumb rubber end-
uses in the near future.  However, in order to realize that potential market growth, the 
industry and individual businesses must be strong enough to capitalize on the 
opportunities. 
 
This Program is designed to increase demand for tire-derived products by building the 
capacity and improving cost efficiencies of tire-derived product businesses.  Eligible 
businesses may apply for assistance to: (1) evaluate and improve their business plan and 
operations, (2) enhance marketing efforts, (3) test and certify new products, and (4) 
purchase necessary equipment. 

 
The Contractor will participate in the general business needs assessment (Assessment) 
and, upon authorization from the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(CIWMB), provide the identified technical assistance to the business.   
 
It is anticipated that due to the high level of expertise required from various disciplines, 
that the Contractor may assemble a team of highly experienced and respected consultants 
to effectively provide the necessary assistance.  It is expected that one or more members 
of the Contractor’s team will be highly knowledgeable regarding markets for tire-derived 
products. 

 
II. WORK TO BE PERFORMED 

The Contractor will use a two-phase approach to identify areas of need and to provide the 
appropriate assistance.  Phase 1 consists of the Assessment.  The Contractor will work 
with the applicant and CIWMB staff to perform a comprehensive analysis of the business 
and prepare the Assessment.  The Assessment will identify opportunities for market 
expansion, operational improvement, and associated cost estimates.   
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III. 

In Phase 2, the Contractor will provide approved technical assistance to the business. 
Examples of assistance include, but are not limited to: 

• General Business Assistance (developing/adjusting a business plan, personnel issues, 
suppliers, business/capital structure, accounting systems and controls, website, etc.). 

• Technical Assistance (efficient plant design, manufacturing process improvement or 
optimization, inventory control systems, etc.). 

• Marketing Assistance (developing/modifying marketing plan, pricing, promotion, 
packaging, distribution, cooperative marketing, ad placement, trade shows, etc.). 

• Product Testing and Certification (Underwriters Laboratory, etc.). 

The assistance will be provided in a timeframe and manner acceptable to the CIWMB 
and the business, and must be completed within 18 months of being authorized by the 
CIWMB Contract Manager. If the Assessment identifies the need for highly specialized 
assistance which is beyond the expertise of the Contractor, the Contractor will, upon 
authorization from the CIWMB Contract Manager, subcontract with an individual or 
entity to provide the necessary assistance. 

Upon authorization from the CIWMB Contract Manager, the Contractor may also 
provide services that benefit an identified sector or the industry as a whole. Such services 
may include, but are not limited to, testing of materials or products, development of a 
coordinated marketing approach and/or "branding" of products from California recycled 
tires, web site coordination, obtaining third-party testimonials regarding the benefits of 
tire-derived products, marketing assistance for the Program, etc. 

TASKS IDENTIFIED 

Task 1: Develop Work Plan 
Work with the CIWMB Contract Manager to prepare a schedule for: 

• Performing a comprehensive analysis of applicant businesses and preparing the 
Assessment for each business. 

• Providing authorized technical assistance to identified businesses. 
• Making presentations to stakeholders, the Board, and/or the Board's Committees. 

Work with the CIWMB Contract Manager to identify material to be provided by the 
business and the process for maintaining the confidentially of such material. 

Task 2: Stakeholder Forum 
Participate in a half-day forum for stakeholders to explain the Program, introduce the 
Contractor's team, and provide examples of the types of assistance to be provided. 
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Task 3: Conduct Comprehensive Analysis and Prepare General Business Needs 
Assessment 
The applicant business will provide business, marketing, and financial information to the 
CIWMB Contract Manager. CIWMB staff will analyze the information, visit the 
business location, and provide appropriate summary information to the Contractor. The 
Contractor, in cooperation with the business, CIWMB staff, and other individuals (as 
considered appropriate by the CIWMB Contract Manager) will prepare the Assessment. 

Task 4: Providing Technical Assistance 
The Contractor will provide assistance to businesses as identified in the Assessment and 
approved by the CIWMB Contract Manager, consistent with the Board's approval of the 
Program's evaluation procedures and criteria. 

The Contractor may also provide services that benefit an identified sector or the industry 
as a whole. Such services may include, but are not limited to, testing of materials or 
products, development of a coordinated marketing approach and/or "branding" of 
products from California recycled tires, web site coordination, obtaining third-party 
testimonials regarding the benefits of tire-derived products, marketing assistance for the 
Program, etc. 

monthly quarterly reports covering business assistance 

presentations to the Board 
the types and results of the 

Task 5: Reporting 
The Contractor will provide 
activity. 

The Contractor will may also provide annual reports and/or 
These reports will identify and/or any of its Committees. 

assistance provided, including aggregated sales and PTE diversion information. 

CONTRACT/TASK TIME FRAME 
The timeframe below reflects the contract being awarded at the December 2005 Board 
meeting. 

Task Deliverable Timeframe 
Develop Work Plan and 
Stakeholder Forum 

Work Plan and Forum January 31, 2006 

Analyze and Prepare 
Assessment 

Assessments Ongoing starting January 2006 

Provide Assistance Business assistance Ongoing starting February 2006 
Reporting Report Monthly Quarterly, starting 

March 31, 2006. Annual 
Reports, starting June 30, 2006 

The following provisions will be included in the Terms and Conditions or Special Terms 
and Conditions of the Contract: 

IV. 
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Task 3:  Conduct Comprehensive Analysis and Prepare General Business Needs 
Assessment 
The applicant business will provide business, marketing, and financial information to the 
CIWMB Contract Manager.  CIWMB staff will analyze the information, visit the 
business location, and provide appropriate summary information to the Contractor.  The 
Contractor, in cooperation with the business, CIWMB staff, and other individuals (as 
considered appropriate by the CIWMB Contract Manager) will prepare the Assessment. 
 
Task 4:  Providing Technical Assistance 
The Contractor will provide assistance to businesses as identified in the Assessment and 
approved by the CIWMB Contract Manager, consistent with the Board’s approval of the 
Program’s evaluation procedures and criteria. 
 
The Contractor may also provide services that benefit an identified sector or the industry 
as a whole.  Such services may include, but are not limited to, testing of materials or 
products, development of a coordinated marketing approach and/or “branding” of 
products from California recycled tires, web site coordination, obtaining third-party 
testimonials regarding the benefits of tire-derived products, marketing assistance for the 
Program, etc.
 
Task 5:  Reporting 
The Contractor will provide monthly quarterly reports covering business assistance 
activity. 
 
The Contractor will may also provide annual reports and/or presentations to the Board 
and/or any of its Committees.  These reports will identify the types and results of the 
assistance provided, including aggregated sales and PTE diversion information.
 

IV. CONTRACT/TASK TIME FRAME 
The timeframe below reflects the contract being awarded at the December 2005 Board 
meeting. 
 
Task Deliverable Timeframe 
Develop Work Plan and 
Stakeholder Forum 

Work Plan and Forum January 31, 2006 

Analyze and Prepare 
Assessment 

Assessments Ongoing starting January 2006 

Provide Assistance Business assistance Ongoing starting February 2006 
Reporting Report Monthly Quarterly, starting 

March 31, 2006.  Annual 
Reports, starting June 30, 2006 

 
The following provisions will be included in the Terms and Conditions or Special Terms 
and Conditions of the Contract: 
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V.  COPYRIGHT PROVISION 

Contractor shall establish for the CIWMB good title in all copyrightable and 
trademarkable materials developed as a result of this SOW. Such title shall include 
exclusive copyrights and trademarks in the name of the State of California, California 
Integrated Waste Management Board. 

VI.  CALIFORNIA WASTE TIRES 

Unless otherwise provided for in this SOW, in the event the Contractor and/or 
Subcontractor(s) purchases waste tires or waste tire-derived products for the performance 
of this SOW, only California waste tires and California waste tire-derived products shall 
be used. As a condition of payment under the Agreement, the Contractor shall be 
required to provide documentation substantiating the source of the tire materials used 
during the performance of this SOW to the CIWMB Contract Manager. 

VII.  WASTE REDUCTION AND RECYCLED-CONTENT PRODUCT 
PROCUREMENT 

In the performance of this Agreement, Contractor shall use recycled-content, used or 
reusable products, and practice other waste reduction measures where feasible and 
appropriate. 

Recycled-Content Products: All products purchased and charged/billed to the CIWMB to 
fulfill the requirements of this contract shall be Recycled-Content Products (RCPs), or 
used (reused, remanufactured, refurbished) products. All RCPs purchased or 
charged/billed to the CIWMB to fulfill the requirements of the contract shall have both 
the total recycled-content (TRC) and the post consumer content (PC) clearly identified on 
the products. Specific requirements for the aforementioned purchases and identification 
are discussed in the Terms and Conditions of the Contractual Agreement under Recycled- 
Content Product Purchasing and Certification. 

The Contractor should, at a minimum, ensure that the following issues are addressed, as 
applicable to the services provided: 

A. WRITTEN DOCUMENT PROVISION 
All documents and/or reports drafted for publication by or for the Board in 
accordance with this contract shall adhere to the Board's Guidelines For 
Preparing CIWMB Reports (available upon request) and shall be reviewed by the 
Board's Contract Manager in consultation with one of the Board's editors. 
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V. COPYRIGHT PROVISION 

 
Contractor shall establish for the CIWMB good title in all copyrightable and 
trademarkable materials developed as a result of this SOW.  Such title shall include 
exclusive copyrights and trademarks in the name of the State of California, California 
Integrated Waste Management Board. 
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Unless otherwise provided for in this SOW, in the event the Contractor and/or 
Subcontractor(s) purchases waste tires or waste tire-derived products for the performance 
of this SOW, only California waste tires and California waste tire-derived products shall 
be used.  As a condition of payment under the Agreement, the Contractor shall be 
required to provide documentation substantiating the source of the tire materials used 
during the performance of this SOW to the CIWMB Contract Manager. 

 
VII. WASTE REDUCTION AND RECYCLED-CONTENT PRODUCT 
 PROCUREMENT 

 
In the performance of this Agreement, Contractor shall use recycled-content, used or 
reusable products, and practice other waste reduction measures where feasible and 
appropriate. 
 
Recycled-Content Products:  All products purchased and charged/billed to the CIWMB to 
fulfill the requirements of this contract shall be Recycled-Content Products (RCPs), or 
used (reused, remanufactured, refurbished) products.  All RCPs purchased or 
charged/billed to the CIWMB to fulfill the requirements of the contract shall have both 
the total recycled-content (TRC) and the post consumer content (PC) clearly identified on 
the products.  Specific requirements for the aforementioned purchases and identification 
are discussed in the Terms and Conditions of the Contractual Agreement under Recycled-
Content Product Purchasing and Certification. 
 
The Contractor should, at a minimum, ensure that the following issues are addressed, as 
applicable to the services provided: 
 

 A. WRITTEN DOCUMENT PROVISION
All documents and/or reports drafted for publication by or for the Board in 
accordance with this contract shall adhere to the Board’s Guidelines For 
Preparing CIWMB Reports (available upon request) and shall be reviewed by the 
Board’s Contract Manager in consultation with one of the Board’s editors.   
 
 
 

 - 4 - 



Board Meeting Agenda: 1 
August 16-17, 2005 Revised Attachment: 1 

In addition, these documents and/or reports shall be printed double-sided on 
recycled-content paper containing one hundred percent (100%) post-consumer 
fiber. Specific pages containing full color photographs or other ink-intensive 
graphics may be printed on photographic paper. The paper should identify the 
post-consumer recycled-content of the paper (i.e., "printed on 100% post-
consumer paper"). When applicable, the Contractor shall provide the Contract 
Manager with an electronic copy of the document and/or report for the Board's 
uses. 

To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of petroleum-based inks should be 
used to print all documents. 

B. CONFERENCING PROVISION 

The Contractor shall take any and all steps necessary to make sure that any 
workshops or meetings are models for future recycling, waste prevention, 
diversion, buy recycled, and waste management events. 

Paper Products: All paper products used to fulfill the requirements of this 
contract (nametags, badges, letters, envelopes, brochures, etc) must contain at 
least 30% post-consumer recycled-content fiber. 

Re-usable Cups, Plates & Utensils: To the greatest extent possible, use re- 
usable/washable utensils, dishes, tableware, etc. rather than single-use disposable 
products. 

Leftover Food/Beverages: All leftover food and/or beverages associated with the 
event will be donated to an established food donation outlet. Arrangements for 
the donation must be made prior to the date of the event. CIWMB staff will assist 
the Contractor in identifying these donation outlets, if needed. 

Recycling/Composting: Arrangements must be made with the venue, sponsor, or 
by contract, to provide adequate collection bins for recyclables, organics (food 
waste) or biodegradable materials, and trash (non-recyclables). The bins should 
contain at least 30% post-consumer plastic. In addition, the Contractor shall work 
with the venue and/or sponsors to maximize diversion of the discarded materials. 

Soy-based Printing Ink: To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of 
petroleum-based inks should be used to print all documents needed for the event. 
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In addition, these documents and/or reports shall be printed double-sided on 
recycled-content paper containing one hundred percent (100%) post-consumer 
fiber.  Specific pages containing full color photographs or other ink-intensive 
graphics may be printed on photographic paper.  The paper should identify the 
post-consumer recycled-content of the paper (i.e., “printed on 100% post-
consumer paper”).  When applicable, the Contractor shall provide the Contract 
Manager with an electronic copy of the document and/or report for the Board’s 
uses. 
 
To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of petroleum-based inks should be 
used to print all documents. 
 

 B. CONFERENCING PROVISION 
 
The Contractor shall take any and all steps necessary to make sure that any 
workshops or meetings are models for future recycling, waste prevention, 
diversion, buy recycled, and waste management events. 
 
Paper Products:  All paper products used to fulfill the requirements of this 
contract (nametags, badges, letters, envelopes, brochures, etc) must contain at 
least 30% post-consumer recycled-content fiber. 
 
Re-usable Cups, Plates & Utensils:  To the greatest extent possible, use re-
usable/washable utensils, dishes, tableware, etc. rather than single-use disposable 
products. 
 
Leftover Food/Beverages:  All leftover food and/or beverages associated with the 
event will be donated to an established food donation outlet.  Arrangements for 
the donation must be made prior to the date of the event.  CIWMB staff will assist 
the Contractor in identifying these donation outlets, if needed. 

 
Recycling/Composting:  Arrangements must be made with the venue, sponsor, or 
by contract, to provide adequate collection bins for recyclables, organics (food 
waste) or biodegradable materials, and trash (non-recyclables).  The bins should 
contain at least 30% post-consumer plastic.  In addition, the Contractor shall work 
with the venue and/or sponsors to maximize diversion of the discarded materials. 
 
Soy-based Printing Ink:  To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of 
petroleum-based inks should be used to print all documents needed for the event. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-227 

Consideration Of Scope Of Work For The Tire-Derived Product Business Assistance Program 
(Tire Recycling Management Fund, FYs 2005/2006 And 2006/2007) 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42800 et seq. established the Waste Tire Recycling 
Management Program for the State of California and assigned responsibility to the California 
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board); and 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 876 (Escutia, Statutes of 2000, Chapter 838) is a comprehensive 
measure that extended and expanded California's programs related to the management of waste 
and used tires; and 

WHEREAS, at its May 11, 2005 meeting, the Board approved the Five-Year Plan for the Waste 
Tire Recycling Management Program 3rd Edition (Five-Year Plan); and 

WHEREAS, the Five-Year Plan identifies the Tire Business Assistance Program and Tire- 
Derived Product Testing and Certification as Program activities and allocates necessary funding 
for these activities; and 

WHEREAS, the Tire Business Assistance Program and Tire-Derived Product Testing and 
Certification are necessary for tire-derived businesses to improve operational efficiencies and 
expand markets for tire-derived products; and 

WHEREAS, the Scope of Work for the Tire Business Assistance Program contains tasks 
necessary to facilitate the work identified in the Five-Year Plan for the Tire Business Assistance 
Program and the Tire-Derived Product Testing and Certification; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the Board and the State of California to have a consistent 
technical assistance program, necessitating a multi-year commitment. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board approves the attached Scope of Work for the Tire Business Assistance Program contract 
and directs staff to proceed with the release of a Request for Proposals and to identify a 
recommended Contractor. 

(over) 
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The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
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held on August 16-17, 2005. 

of the California Integrated Waste 

Dated: 
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Dated:   
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Executive Director 

 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 2 
ITEM 
Report On The Status Of And Request For Direction For The Remediation Of The Sonoma 
County Waste Tire Sites 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The eight sites identified herein as the Sonoma County Waste Tire Sites - the Beebe 
Family Ranch site, the Briggs site, the Silacci site, the Universal Portfolio site, the 
Wilson Beebe Trust site, the Infineon site, the Flochinni site and the Ahlgrim site - 
constitute the largest known remaining waste tire sites in the State. 

In July of 2003, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) held a 
meeting with respect to these sites, which represented a culmination of many years of 
protracted enforcement efforts and paved the way to finally assuring that these sites are 
remediated Enforcement at these sites had been complicated by the landowners' 
assertion that placement of tires on these sites was at the recommendation of legislatively 
enabled Soil Conservation Districts, which in essence considered the use of waste tires as 
erosion control a "beneficial reuse" of the tires. At this meeting, the Board set forth a 
process through which it and the landowners could work cooperatively to assure that the 
long-awaited remediation of these sites would finally come to fruition (with the exception 
of the Ahlgrim site, which will be seeking to join this process shortly). Pursuant to this 
process, the Board would manage the waste tire removal component of the remediation 
(and negotiate cost recovery for these costs), and the landowners would: (a) accept full 
responsibility for all projects undertaken at their properties; (b) obtain all permits and/or 
other authorizations required by any other public agency; and (c) accept full 
responsibility for any mitigation measures required by any public agency as a result of 
the waste tire removal (including but not limited to erosion control, slope stability and/or 
wildlife protection). 

One of the central considerations in reaching a decision with respect to these sites was the 
landowners' assertion that the embedding of the tires in stream beds, gullies and ravines 
at these sites pose environmental issues not commonly encountered by the Board during 
waste tire remediation projects. These issues were represented to include: 

(a) The tire removal may cause an increase in erosion and sedimentation load to 
the watershed where the tire piles are located, which could result in adverse 
impacts to fish and wildlife. The landowners would need to procure the 
requisite National Pollutant Discharge Elimination (NPDES) permits and 
streambed alteration permits from the appropriate responsible agencies; and 

(b) Several federally-designated endangered species and their habitats have been 
identified in Sonoma County, and at least one site (Infineon) is already known 
to harbor such species. Thus the landowners would need to contract for an 
initial biological assessment to determine whether any other sites are impacted 
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and, if so, it would be necessary to obtain permits from the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service for those projects. 

Subsequently, at the February of 2004 Board meeting, the Board was advised of the 
desire of the Southern Sonoma Resource Conservation District to act as lead agency for 
seven of the eight subject waste tire sites, and indicated that it had no objection to such a 
designation (subsequently lead agency status was transferred to the Gold Ridge Resource 
Conservation District for the Briggs site). With respect to the eighth site — the Beebe 
Family Ranch site, the Board assumed the role of lead agency. This item reports on the 
status of remediation of the Sonoma County Waste Tire Sites, and seeks direction with 
respect to assuring that those sites not cleaned up this summer are remediated as soon as 
possible, so that the Board can finally bring closure to this long-standing problem. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
At the February 18, 2004 Board Meeting staff updated the Board on the implementation 
of its direction in Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), approved at the July 15, 2003 meeting. 

At the July 15, 2003 meeting considering remediation options for the Sonoma County 
waste tire sites, the Board directed staff to issue Cleanup and Abatement Orders to the 
five "Group 1" waste tire sites and negotiate with the landowners regarding a Board 
managed remediation limited to tire removal and cost recovery only. 

Prior to the July 15, 2003 Board Meeting, the Special Waste Committee had conducted a 
workshop on September 19, 2002 in Sonoma County to get a status report and hear 
testimony from the landowners, Board staff, and other regulatory agencies on the Sonoma 
County waste tire sites. A similar presentation was also made to the Special Waste 
Committee on April 8, 2003. 

There had also been discussion of the Sonoma tire sites by the Special Waste Committee 
and the Board during the Workshops and Board Meetings in response to testimony on the 
Five-Year Plan for the Waste Tire Recycling Management Program. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
Not applicable, as this is a discussion item and not a consideration item. 

IV.  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Not applicable, as this is a discussion item and not a consideration item. 

V.  ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Status of Remediation of the Beebe Family Ranch Site 
The Beebe Family Ranch site ("Beebe Ranch") had been identified as having a 
number of environmental issues which needed to be addressed prior to removing the 
waste tires on site. These issues included: 

(a) an intermittent stream channel running through the site that is generally 
bellow natural grade of the surrounding area; 

(b) four wetland areas within and around the site, including one located within the 
midst of the emplaced tires; and 
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(c) the potential that several "special status" animal or plant species may occur at 
the site, and thus monitoring for such species would be required during any 
remediation, and appropriate actions taken if any such species are discovered. 

In light of these environmental concerns, between July of 2003 and commencement 
of the remediation in June of 2005, the Beebe Ranch, under the oversight of the 
Board as lead agency, undertook a number of tasks to assure that the waste tire 
removal project would fully comply with all of the environmental requirements of all 
involved regulatory agencies: 

(a) A wetland delineation report was prepared and submitted to the U.S. 
Army Corps in December of 2003; 

(b) A geotechnical fn-m was retained to perform test borings and lab work that 
were needed for the grading plans and other restoration and erosion 
control work; 

(c) A restoration consulting firm was retained to develop a site restoration and 
erosion control plan; 

(d) Information was compiled and submitted for the CEQA initial study 
checklist; 

(e) Applications were submitted to the California Department of Fish and 
Game, the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, and the Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management 
Department; 

(f) Plans were prepared and submitted to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
and the California State Water Resources Control Board; 

(g) In total, the Beebe Ranch applied for permits, approvals and 
determinations from seven different federal, state and county agencies. 

At this juncture, all of the approximately 250,000 waste tires have been removed 
from the stream channel at the site and have been stockpiled on-site. Additionally, 
the tires which cannot be shredded) are in the process of being removed from the site 
for disposal, and the remaining tires are being shredded and will be reused for a civil 
engineering application at a permitted solid waste landfill. Finally, site restoration 
and erosion control construction work is well underway. 

Status of Remediation of the Remaining Seven Sonoma Waste Tire Sites 
In May of 2004, the Board was advised by lead agency Southern Sonoma Resource 
Conservation District ("So. Sonoma RCD") that two of the eight sites — the Briggs 
site and the Wilson Beebe Trust site — did not appear to require any environmental 
permits other than a County grading permit. In February of 2005, the Board was 
similarly advised by So. Sonoma RCD that another two sites — the Silacci and 
Universal Portfolio site — also did not appear to require any environmental permits 
other than a County grading permit, and that they were in the process of meeting with 
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the County concerning acquiring these grading permits for three of these four sites 
(the fourth site — the Briggs site - had started this process in 2004). In March of 2005 
the Board wrote to So. Sonoma RCD and the landowners inquiring as to the status of 
their efforts, so that Board staff could coordinate with its waste tire removal 
contractor as to potential time frames for remediation of these site this summer. 
Board remediation staff thereafter had contact with the Silacci and Briggs 
landowners, in preparation for remediation. In July of 2005 the Board was advised by 
the So. Sonoma RCD that it was hopeful that in addition to the Briggs site, the Silacci 
site, the Wilson Beebe Trust site and the Universal Portfolio site could also be 
remediated this summer, but that they had not yet applied for the grading permits, and 
that due to a County backlog the process could take a number of months. They 
further indicated that they would attempt to expedite this process. It is important to 
note that remediation activities cannot commence at these sites until the grading 
permits are obtained, as it is vital that the landowners have all necessary authority to 
conduct the restoration activities in conjunction with the tire removal process. Board 
staff is attempting to have its contractor on standby in the event these sites obtain the 
permits and desire to proceed, though the uncertainty of a summer remediation at 
these sites at this late stage is problematic. 

With respect to the Briggs site, at this juncture remediation has commenced for the 
removal of the approximately 175,000 waste tires on site. The tires are located in two 
areas, a shallow drainage area and an upper hill area of this site. The tires which had 
been located in a shallow drainage area have been removed, and they are in the 
process of being hauled to a permitted waste tire facility. The removal of the waste 
tires from the upper hill area and restoration activities will follow shortly. 

Board staff seeks direction with respect to assuring that those sites not cleaned up this 
summer are remediated as soon as possible, so that the Board can finally bring 
closure to this long-standing problem. Staff notes that through its recent involvement 
as lead agency (in conjunction with its consultant) on the Beebe Family Ranch 
project, staff was able to resolve the environmental and regulatory issues related to 
this waste tire removal project in Sonoma County in a timely manner. Staff and its 
consultant could offer its assistance to and meet with the lead agency to review the 
status of each of the projects and offer suggestions as to how to possibly expedite 
certain regulatory processes. It is anticipated that such a cooperative venture between 
Board staff and the lead agency would be productive, and Staff could report back to 
this Board as to the progress being made toward remediation at a future meeting. In 
the unlikely event, however, that Staff suggests a revised timeline leading to a more 
timely remediation, but the lead agency elects not to implement such a revised 
timeline, then Staff could consider the efficacy of requesting that the landowners 
substitute the Board in as lead to effectuate the more timely remediation, and then 
report back to the Board with respect to the landowners decision in this regard. 

B. Environmental Issues 
This is a discussion item updating the Board on the implementation of its direction in 
Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), regarding Agenda Item 3 at the July 15, 2003 Board 
Meeting entitled "Consideration of Remediation Options for the Sonoma County 
Waste Tire Sites." No new environmental issues have come to light since that item 
was considered. 
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C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
This is a discussion item updating the Board on the implementation of its direction in 
Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), regarding Agenda Item 3 at the July 15, 2003 Board 
Meeting entitled "Consideration of Remediation Options for the Sonoma County 
Waste Tire Sites." No new program/long term impacts have come to light since that 
item was considered. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
This is a discussion item updating the Board on the implementation of its direction in 
Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), regarding Agenda Item 3 at the July 15, 2003 Board 
Meeting entitled "Consideration of Remediation Options for the Sonoma County 
Waste Tire Sites." No new stakeholder impacts have come to light since that item 
was considered. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
This is a discussion item updating the Board on the implementation of its direction in 
Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), regarding Agenda Item 3 at the July 15, 2003 Board 
Meeting entitled "Consideration of Remediation Options for the Sonoma County Waste 
Tire Sites." No new fiscal impacts have come to light since that item was considered. 

F. Legal Issues 
This is a discussion item updating the Board on the implementation of its direction in 
Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), regarding Agenda Item 3 at the July 15, 2003 Board 
Meeting entitled "Consideration of Remediation Options for the Sonoma County 
Waste Tire Sites." No new legal issues have come to light since that item was 
considered. 

G. Environmental Justice 
This is a discussion item updating the Board on the implementation of its direction in 
Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), regarding Agenda Item 3 at the July 15, 2003 Board 
Meeting entitled "Consideration of Remediation Options for the Sonoma County 
Waste Tire Sites." No new environmental justice impacts have come to light since 
that item was considered. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This is a discussion item updating the Board on the implementation of its direction in 
Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), regarding Agenda Item 3 at the July 15, 2003 Board 
Meeting entitled "Consideration of Remediation Options for the Sonoma County 
Waste Tire Sites." No new 2001 strategic plan issues have come to light since that 
item was considered. 

VI.  FUNDING INFORMATION 
Not applicable. 

VII.  ATTACHMENTS 
None 
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Tire Sites.”  No new fiscal impacts have come to light since that item was considered. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
This is a discussion item updating the Board on the implementation of its direction in 
Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), regarding Agenda Item 3 at the July 15, 2003 Board 
Meeting entitled “Consideration of Remediation Options for the Sonoma County 
Waste Tire Sites.”  No new legal issues have come to light since that item was 
considered. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
This is a discussion item updating the Board on the implementation of its direction in 
Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), regarding Agenda Item 3 at the July 15, 2003 Board 
Meeting entitled “Consideration of Remediation Options for the Sonoma County 
Waste Tire Sites.”  No new environmental justice impacts have come to light since 
that item was considered. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This is a discussion item updating the Board on the implementation of its direction in 
Resolution 2003-383 (Revised), regarding Agenda Item 3 at the July 15, 2003 Board 
Meeting entitled “Consideration of Remediation Options for the Sonoma County 
Waste Tire Sites.”  No new 2001 strategic plan issues have come to light since that 
item was considered. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
Not applicable. 

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

None 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Albert Johnson/Bob Fujii Phone: (916) 341- 6687 
B. Legal Staff: Steven J. Levine Phone: (916) 341-6064 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Not applicable, as this is a discussion item and not a consideration item. 
B. Opposition 

Not applicable, as this is a discussion item and not a consideration item. 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Albert Johnson/Bob Fujii Phone: (916) 341- 6687 
B. Legal Staff:  Steven J. Levine Phone: (916) 341-6064  
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone: N/A  
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Not applicable, as this is a discussion item and not a consideration item. 
B. Opposition 

Not applicable, as this is a discussion item and not a consideration item. 
 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 3 

ITEM 

Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge 
Diversion Credit, For The Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The Sonoma County Waste Management Agency (Agency) has requested to change its 
base year to 2003. The request includes the Agency's petition for sludge diversion credit. 
The Agency has requested a 55 percent diversion rate for the 2003 new base year. With 
the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff-recommended new 
base year, the Agency's diversion rate would be 56 percent for 2003. In addition, the 
Agency has submitted documentation showing it meets the statutory conditions for 
claiming biomass diversion credit in 2003. With the aforementioned staff-recommended 
new base year and the staff recommended biomass diversion, the Agency's 2003 
diversion rate would 56 percent, of which 0.2 percent is from biomass diversion. A 
complete listing of the Agency's implemented programs is provided in Attachment 1 of 
this agenda item. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
This is the first time a new base year request is coming before the Board. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the Agency's base-year change as originally submitted with its petition for 

sludge diversion credit, as well as its biomass diversion claim. 
2. Approve the Agency's base-year change as originally submitted, disapprove its 

petition for sludge diversion credit, but approve its biomass diversion claim. 
3. Approve the Agency's base-year change as originally submitted, disapprove its 

petition for sludge diversion credit, and disapprove its biomass diversion claim 
4. Approve the Agency's base-year change with staff's and/or Board-suggested 

modifications, and its petition for sludge diversion credit, as well as its biomass 
diversion claim. 

5. Approve the Agency's base-year change with staff's and/or Board-suggested 
modifications, disapprove its petition for sludge diversion credit, but approve its 
biomass diversion claim 

6. Approve the Agency's base-year change with staff's and/or Board-suggested 
modifications but disapprove its petition for sludge diversion credit and disapprove its 
biomass diversion claim. 

7. Disapprove the Agency's base-year change. The Board will reconsider the petition for 
sludge diversion credit at a future date. 
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AGENDA ITEM 3 

ITEM 

Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge 
Diversion Credit, For The Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The Sonoma County Waste Management Agency (Agency) has requested to change its 
base year to 2003.  The request includes the Agency’s petition for sludge diversion credit. 
The Agency has requested a 55 percent diversion rate for the 2003 new base year.  With 
the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff-recommended new 
base year, the Agency’s diversion rate would be 56 percent for 2003.   In addition, the 
Agency has submitted documentation showing it meets the statutory conditions for 
claiming biomass diversion credit in 2003.  With the aforementioned staff-recommended 
new base year and the staff recommended biomass diversion, the Agency’s 2003 
diversion rate would 56 percent, of which 0.2 percent is from biomass diversion.  A 
complete listing of the Agency’s implemented programs is provided in Attachment 1 of 
this agenda item.   
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
This is the first time a new base year request is coming before the Board. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the Agency’s base-year change as originally submitted with its petition for 

sludge diversion credit, as well as its biomass diversion claim. 
2. Approve the Agency’s base-year change as originally submitted, disapprove its 

petition for sludge diversion credit, but approve its biomass diversion claim. 
3. Approve the Agency’s base-year change as originally submitted, disapprove its 

petition for sludge diversion credit, and disapprove its biomass diversion claim. 
4. Approve the Agency’s base-year change with staff’s and/or Board-suggested 

modifications, and its petition for sludge diversion credit, as well as its biomass 
diversion claim. 

5. Approve the Agency’s base-year change with staff’s and/or Board-suggested 
modifications, disapprove its petition for sludge diversion credit, but approve its 
biomass diversion claim  

6. Approve the Agency’s base-year change with staff’s and/or Board-suggested 
modifications but disapprove its petition for sludge diversion credit and disapprove its 
biomass diversion claim. 

7. Disapprove the Agency’s base-year change. The Board will reconsider the petition for 
sludge diversion credit at a future date. 
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IV.  

V.  

Existing 

Board staff has 
recommended 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
determined that the method used to establish the new base-year 

modifications has been adequately documented, and is generally 
Board standards for accuracy. Additionally, Board staff has determined 

demonstrated compliance with the statutory conditions for claiming 
credit and biomass diversion credit. Board staff therefore recommends 
Option 4, which would approve the Agency's new base-year 

its petition for sludge diversion credit and its biomass diversion 

and Findings 

Code (PRC) Sections 41031 (cities) and 41331 (counties) 
submitted by jurisdictions on the quantities of solid waste generated, 

and disposed of, to include data that are as accurate as possible. 
meeting, the Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use 

the accuracy of their base-year generation data. One of the approved 
allows a jurisdiction to establish a more current base year. 

staff's analysis 
is based upon the information below. 

Conditions: 

with the 
consistent 

with previous 
that the Agency 
sludge diversion 
the Board adopt 
recommendations, 

with staff 
claim. 

require 

At its 
for 

ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues 
1. Background 

Public Resources 
information 
diverted, 
March 1997 
improving 
methods 

2. Basis for 
Staffs analysis 

Jurisdiction 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003* 

Pounds waste 
generated per 

person per day 
(ppd) 

Population 
Non- 

Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 

Percentage 
2003 ND ND ND ND 56 13.96 469,460 67% 33% 

* This value 
section below. 
** The pounds 
located in 

is based on the Agency's 

per person per day 
Sonoma County. 

The Agency is an 

Base-Year Change 

proposed (2003) base year change, discussed in the "Base Year Change" 

are slightly above the statewide average because of the large commercial sector 

urban area twenty nine miles north of San Francisco. 

to change its base year from 1990 to 2003. The Agency 
data to be more accurate, and the best available data. There was no 

data. 

generation in 2003, the Agency used disposal data from the 
Reporting System with a disposal modification request to adjust for 
by the Regional Water Quality Control Board that could not be used 

and collected diversion information from the activities listed below. 
a site visit in March 2005 to verify these activities. 

The Agency has requested 
considers the 2003 
extrapolation of diversion 

To estimate the waste 
Board's Disposal 
disposal mandated 
for beneficial reuse, 
Board staff conducted 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff has determined that the method used to establish the new base-year with the 
recommended modifications has been adequately documented, and is generally consistent 
with previous Board standards for accuracy.  Additionally, Board staff has determined 
that the Agency demonstrated compliance with the statutory conditions for claiming 
sludge diversion credit and biomass diversion credit. Board staff therefore recommends 
the Board adopt Option 4, which would approve the Agency’s new base-year with staff 
recommendations, its petition for sludge diversion credit and its biomass diversion claim.  
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41031 (cities) and 41331 (counties) require 
information submitted by jurisdictions on the quantities of solid waste generated, 
diverted, and disposed of, to include data that are as accurate as possible.  At its 
March 1997 meeting, the Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use for 
improving the accuracy of their base-year generation data.  One of the approved 
methods allows a jurisdiction to establish a more current base year.   

 
2. Basis for staff’s analysis 

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
 Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003* 

Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 

(ppd) 

 
Population 

Non-
Residential 

Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 

Percentage 
2003 ND ND ND ND 56 13.96 469,460 67% 33% 

* This value is based on the Agency’s proposed (2003) base year change, discussed in the “Base Year Change” 
section below.  
** The pounds per person per day are slightly above the statewide average because of the large commercial sector 
located in Sonoma County. 
 

The Agency is an urban area twenty nine miles north of San Francisco. 
 
Base-Year Change 
The Agency has requested to change its base year from 1990 to 2003.  The Agency 
considers the 2003 data to be more accurate, and the best available data.  There was no 
extrapolation of diversion data. 
   
To estimate the waste generation in 2003, the Agency used disposal data from the 
Board’s Disposal Reporting System with a disposal modification request to adjust for 
disposal mandated by the Regional Water Quality Control Board that could not be used 
for beneficial reuse, and collected diversion information from the activities listed below.  
Board staff conducted a site visit in March 2005 to verify these activities.   
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Program Name/Type Staff Comments 
Residential Programs: 
Backyard and On-Site 
Composting/Mulching 

UCCE provides home composting education services to the SCWMA. Local 
businesses sell a variety of home composting bins. Under the existing Organic 
Materials Processing, Composting and Marketing Agreement, SCWMA 
member jurisdictions are allocated 10% of the products produced at the 
composting facility located at the Central Disposal Site. Jurisdictions also 
receive 10% allocation from the compost generated at the Laguna Subregional 
Compost Facility from the ongoing pilot program that is testing the use of yard 
debris as a bulking agent. Jurisdictions use compost and mulch products in 
various applications for maintenance in local parks, playgrounds, schools, 
building landscapes, and special events. 

Residential Curbside 
Recycling 

Curbside recycling is available to all garbage customers in Sonoma County. 
By the end of 2003, most jurisdictions (except the Cities of Cloverdale and 
Petaluma) had switched from the 3-bin stacking system to a 95-gallon toter for 
single-stream collection of recyclable materials. Average increase in tons of 
recyclables collected is greater than 50% and includes #1 to #6 plastic food 
containers. Rohnert Park requires hauler to provide recycling services to all 
multi-family units. Multi-family recycling offered in other jurisdictions by 
haulers upon request. 

Residential Curbside 
Greenwaste and Food 
Waste Composting 

Weekly yard debris collection is now offered by most jurisdictions, with the 
exception of the Cities of Petaluma and Cloverdale which remain every-other-
week. Cloverdale expanded their services from a centralized collection point to 
every-other week curbside collection. Collected materials are delivered to the 
Central Disposal Site for composting. 

Greenwaste Drop-off Clean greenwaste is accepted at the solid waste facilities. Incoming 
greenwaste has a reduced tipping fee and is tracked by the County accounting 
system. Greenwaste is processed by the Sonoma Compost Company at the 
Central Disposal site. 

Material exchange SonoMax, a local waste exchange program, was implemented in 1993. They 
provide quarterly mailings and monthly internet updates. Bay Area Creative 
Re-use (BACR) was implemented in 1994. There is an exchange program 
passing commercial/industrial scraps and equipment on to schools and non-
profits in a warehouse setting. A County grant purchased a collection truck for 
Goodwill Industries to expand collection into rural areas of Sonoma County. 

Residential Buy-back A number of buyback facilities are available in the County. They are operated 
by local haulers and/or non-profit organizations. 

Commercial Programs: 
Commercial On-Site 
Pickup/Recycling 

Local haulers continue to offer recycling services to local businesses. During 
the negotiations of new franchise agreements, some jurisdictions are requiring 
that business recycling services be provided by their new hauler at no 
additional cost to businesses. 

School Recycling Two local haulers (WMI and WSCD) have staff members who work directly 
with school districts to implement TAP (tin, aluminum and plastic) recycling 
programs. Many schools also have office paper and cardboard recycling bins. 
The beverage container recycling program makes recycling bins available on a 
by-request basis. SCWMA staff has been working with local schools awarded 
grants under the CIWMB' s Environmental Ambassador Pilot Program. 

Government Recycling Sonoma County offices have office paper, cardboard, and beverage container 
recycling programs. The City of Rohnert Park and the Town of Windsor 
require their hauler to provide recycling services to all commercial businesses, 
including city offices. Sonoma County's temporary C&D program at the 
Central Disposal Site diverted 2,513 tons of wood, cardboard, and scrap metal. 

Sludge Dewatered sludge, generated by the Agency's wastewater treatment plants is 
applied as ADC and landspread. 

Wood Waste Landfill ban on wood waste has increased the amount of wood waste directed 
towards the processing facility. A reduced tipping fee ($12/ton vs. $50/ton for 
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Program Name/Type Staff Comments 
Residential Programs:  
Backyard and On-Site 
Composting/Mulching 

UCCE provides home composting education services to the SCWMA. Local 
businesses sell a variety of home composting bins. Under the existing Organic 
Materials Processing, Composting and Marketing Agreement, SCWMA 
member jurisdictions are allocated 10% of the products produced at the 
composting facility located at the Central Disposal Site. Jurisdictions also 
receive 10% allocation from the compost generated at the Laguna Subregional 
Compost Facility from the ongoing pilot program that is testing the use of yard 
debris as a bulking agent. Jurisdictions use compost and mulch products in 
various applications for maintenance in local parks, playgrounds, schools, 
building landscapes, and special events.  

Residential Curbside 
Recycling 

Curbside recycling is available to all garbage customers in Sonoma County.  
By the end of 2003, most jurisdictions (except the Cities of Cloverdale and 
Petaluma) had switched from the 3-bin stacking system to a 95-gallon toter for 
single-stream collection of recyclable materials. Average increase in tons of 
recyclables collected is greater than 50% and includes #1 to #6 plastic food 
containers. Rohnert Park requires hauler to provide recycling services to all 
multi-family units. Multi-family recycling offered in other jurisdictions by 
haulers upon request. 

Residential Curbside 
Greenwaste and Food 
Waste Composting 

Weekly yard debris collection is now offered by most jurisdictions, with the 
exception of the Cities of Petaluma and Cloverdale which remain every-other-
week. Cloverdale expanded their services from a centralized collection point to 
every-other week curbside collection. Collected materials are delivered to the 
Central Disposal Site for composting.  

Greenwaste Drop-off Clean greenwaste is accepted at the solid waste facilities.  Incoming 
greenwaste has a reduced tipping fee and is tracked by the County accounting 
system.  Greenwaste is processed by the Sonoma Compost Company at the 
Central Disposal site. 

Material exchange SonoMax, a local waste exchange program, was implemented in 1993.  They 
provide quarterly mailings and monthly internet updates. Bay Area Creative 
Re-use (BACR) was implemented in 1994.  There is an exchange program 
passing commercial/industrial scraps and equipment on to schools and non-
profits in a warehouse setting. A County grant purchased a collection truck for 
Goodwill Industries to expand collection into rural areas of Sonoma County. 

Residential Buy-back  A number of buyback facilities are available in the County.  They are operated 
by local haulers and/or non-profit organizations. 

Commercial Programs:  
Commercial On-Site 
Pickup/Recycling 

Local haulers continue to offer recycling services to local businesses. During 
the negotiations of new franchise agreements, some jurisdictions are requiring 
that business recycling services be provided by their new hauler at no 
additional cost to businesses. 

School Recycling Two local haulers (WMI and WSCD) have staff members who work directly 
with school districts to implement TAP (tin, aluminum and plastic) recycling 
programs. Many schools also have office paper and cardboard recycling bins. 
The beverage container recycling program makes recycling bins available on a 
by-request basis. SCWMA staff has been working with local schools awarded 
grants under the CIWMB`s Environmental Ambassador Pilot Program. 

Government Recycling Sonoma County offices have office paper, cardboard, and beverage container 
recycling programs. The City of Rohnert Park and the Town of Windsor 
require their hauler to provide recycling services to all commercial businesses, 
including city offices. Sonoma County`s temporary C&D program at the 
Central Disposal Site diverted 2,513 tons of wood, cardboard, and scrap metal. 

Sludge Dewatered sludge, generated by the Agency’s wastewater treatment plants is 
applied as ADC and landspread. 

Wood Waste Landfill ban on wood waste has increased the amount of wood waste directed 
towards the processing facility. A reduced tipping fee ($12/ton vs. $50/ton for 
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Program Name/Type Staff Comments 

of 

the 

trash) encourages source separation of clean wood waste. 

Commercial Self-haul 
Greenwaste 

The landfill ban on yard debris has increased the amount of yard debris 
handled by the composting program. The load checking program at the Central 
Landfill regularly redirects clean loads of yard debris for composting. 

Materials Recovery 
Facility and C&D 
Recovery 

There are reuse centers at three disposal sites. At the floor-sort facility, large 
materials such as yard debris, metals, and wood are sorted from the tipping 
floors at five disposal sites by disposal operators. A temporary C&D diversion 
operation was started at the Central Disposal Site. During 2003 the program 
accepted approximately 10,000 tons of material of which 47% was used as 
alternative daily cover and 12% was recycled. One local hauler began 
construction of a MRF facility specifically to process construction and 
demolition debris from new construction and remodeling projects. 

Transfer Station 
Recycling 

Floor sorting at the five transfer stations include targeting yard debris, wood 
waste, tires, scrap metal, appliances. Sonoma and Healdsburg transfer stations 
also have a recycling "Z" wall and a reuse center; the remaining transfer 
stations have bins for recyclables. An intensive load checking program for all 
banned materials is operated at all facilities. 

Food Waste Composting A pilot program to add food waste to the residential curbside green waste 
collection was begun in the City of Healdsburg. 

Originally the jurisdiction 
2a is the Agency's 
staff's verification 
diversion, Board staff 
56 percent. 

The Agency appears 
Attachment 2b is the 
staff that provides 
new base year. 

Certification Changes 

claimed a diversion rate of 55 percent for 2003. Attachment 
Base Year Modification Request Certification. As a result of Board 
(desk review and on-site verification visits) of the Agency's claimed 

is recommending acceptance of the revised 2003 diversion rate 

to have programs that support the proposed diversion rate. 
Base Year Modification Request Certification prepared by Board 

additional details to support the Board staff's recommendations for 

Based on staff's analysis 
verification of the 
several deductions, 
with Agency representatives. 
recommendations 

of the jurisdiction's proposed new base year, as well as a site 
survey results conducted in March 2005 Board staff recommends 
as well as additions. Board staff has discussed the proposed changes 

The Agency representatives agree with Board staff's 
for the proposed changes. 

to provide additional information to support the diversion tonnage 
such as: 
by providing detailed data relating to specific diversion 

asphalt & concrete recovery and processing, and scrap metal); 
by identifying and visiting multiple entities sited within the Agency; 

providing weight tickets/reports; and, 
data for multiple years to demonstrate representativeness. 

made as a result of the site verification included removal of diversion 
activities that were not representative of prior/subsequent years. 

The Agency was able 
for a number of programs 
• Aggregate processors 

activities (e.g., 
• Grasscycling 

and 
• Composting by 
• Looking at diversion 
Minor deductions 
data for one time 
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Program Name/Type Staff Comments 
trash) encourages source separation of clean wood waste. 

Commercial Self-haul 
Greenwaste 

The landfill ban on yard debris has increased the amount of yard debris 
handled by the composting program. The load checking program at the Central 
Landfill regularly redirects clean loads of yard debris for composting. 

Materials Recovery 
Facility and C&D 
Recovery 
 

There are reuse centers at three disposal sites. At the floor-sort facility, large 
materials such as yard debris, metals, and wood are sorted from the tipping 
floors at five disposal sites by disposal operators.  A temporary C&D diversion 
operation was started at the Central Disposal Site. During 2003 the program 
accepted approximately 10,000 tons of material of which 47% was used as 
alternative daily cover and 12% was recycled. One local hauler began 
construction of a MRF facility specifically to process construction and 
demolition debris from new construction and remodeling projects.  

Transfer Station 
Recycling 

Floor sorting at the five transfer stations include targeting yard debris, wood 
waste, tires, scrap metal, appliances. Sonoma and Healdsburg transfer stations 
also have a recycling "Z" wall and a reuse center; the remaining transfer 
stations have bins for recyclables. An intensive load checking program for all 
banned materials is operated at all facilities. 

Food Waste Composting A pilot program to add food waste to the residential curbside green waste 
collection was begun in the City of Healdsburg.  

 
Originally the jurisdiction claimed a diversion rate of 55 percent for 2003.  Attachment 
2a is the Agency’s Base Year Modification Request Certification.  As a result of Board 
staff’s verification (desk review and on-site verification visits) of the Agency’s claimed 
diversion, Board staff is recommending acceptance of the revised 2003 diversion rate of 
56 percent.   
 
The Agency appears to have programs that support the proposed diversion rate.  
Attachment 2b is the Base Year Modification Request Certification prepared by Board 
staff that provides additional details to support the Board staff’s recommendations for the 
new base year. 

 
Certification Changes  
Based on staff’s analysis of the jurisdiction’s proposed new base year, as well as a site 
verification of the survey results conducted in March 2005 Board staff recommends 
several deductions, as well as additions.  Board staff has discussed the proposed changes 
with Agency representatives. The Agency representatives agree with Board staff’s 
recommendations for the proposed changes.   

 
The Agency was able to provide additional information to support the diversion tonnage 
for a number of programs such as: 
• Aggregate processors by providing detailed data relating to specific diversion 

activities (e.g., asphalt & concrete recovery and processing, and scrap metal);  
• Grasscycling by identifying and visiting multiple entities sited within the Agency; 

and  
• Composting by providing weight tickets/reports; and, 
• Looking at diversion data for multiple years to demonstrate representativeness. 

Minor deductions made as a result of the site verification included removal of diversion 
data for one time activities that were not representative of prior/subsequent years. 
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Attachment 3 is a summary 
staff findings, and 
recommends the request 

of the changes showing what was originally claimed, Board 
the basis for the deductions/additions. With these changes, Board 

for a new base year be approved. 
staff 

has 
Code 

in 

of the 

a 

sludge 

the 

and 

Base Year Analysis 

Sonoma County Waste Management 
Agency 

Disposal Diversion Generation 

Old Base Year Tons (1990) 570,197 91,675 661,872 
Jurisdiction New Base-Year Tons (2003) 

523,407 642,529 1,165,936 

Board Staff Recommended New (2003) 
Base-Year Tons 

523,407 673,387 1,196,794 

2003 Diversion Rate using 
1990 Base Year 

Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion 
Rate for 2003 

Board Staff Recommended Diversion 
Rate for 2003 

36% 55% 56% 

NOTE: The 2003 diversion 

In addition to any 
authority to make 
Sections 41031, 41033, 
characterization components 
data that are as accurate 
jurisdictions to request, 
considering new base
base year is as accurate 
portion of the new 
new base year, with 

Sludge Petition 

rate of 56 percent includes 

deductions already made by 
additional deductions to the 

41331, and 41333 provide 
(which contain the 

as possible. These statutes 
and for the Board to approve, 

-year requests, the standard 
as possible. To the extent 

base year is not accurate, the 
the inaccurate portion removed. 

allows the Board to grant 
facility for sewage sludge diversion 
Regulations (CCR), Section 

to petition the Board for 
from the Agency requesting 

these requirements. 

0.2 percent from 

the Agency and Board 
diversion tonnage. 

that jurisdictions' 
waste generation 

provide the basis 
new base years. 

used by the Board 
that the Board 

Board may approve 

base year credit to jurisdictions 
programs. Additionally, 

18775.2 outlines the 
sludge diversion credit. 

that their diverted 

claim sludge diversion 

project; 
will be established 

health or the environment; 
for implementing 

of state 

(b) and 14 CCR, Sections 
the sludge was: 
disposal facility in 

and 
percent of the jurisdiction's 

biomass. 

staff, the Board 
Public Resources 

waste 
studies) shall include 

for allowing 
Consequently, 

is whether the new 
determines that a 

the remainder 

hosting 
Title 14, 

criteria that each 
Staff has received 

sludge tonnage be 

credit, a jurisdiction 

to insure that the 
and 

the project that 
and federal law. 

18720 (44) 

the base year; 

total disposed 

PRC Section 41781.1 
sewage processing 
California Code of 
jurisdiction must meet 
and reviewed a petition 
allowed to count towards 

Requirements for Jurisdictions: 
Per 14 CCR Section 18775.2 (a) (1), in order to 
must submit a request that includes: 
• A description of the proposed sludge diversion 
• A description of the monitoring programs that 

reuse project did not pose a threat to public 
• Written certification from the agent(s) responsible 

proposed sludge reuse meets all applicable requirements 

Additionally, pursuant to PRC Section 41781 
18722 (m), a jurisdiction must demonstrate that 
• A waste type disposed of in a Board-permitted 
• Generated from a facility within the jurisdiction; 
• Normally disposed (comprised at least 0.001 

waste during the base year). 
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Attachment 3 is a summary of the changes showing what was originally claimed, Board 
staff findings, and the basis for the deductions/additions.  With these changes, Board staff 
recommends the request for a new base year be approved.  

 
Base Year Analysis 
 

Sonoma County Waste Management 
Agency 

Disposal Diversion Generation 

Old Base Year Tons (1990) 570,197 91,675 661,872 
Jurisdiction New Base-Year Tons (2003) 523,407 642,529 1,165,936 

Board Staff Recommended New (2003) 
Base-Year Tons 523,407 673,387 1,196,794 

 
2003 Diversion Rate using 
1990 Base Year 

Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion 
Rate for 2003 

Board Staff Recommended Diversion 
Rate for 2003 

36% 55% 56% 
NOTE:  The 2003 diversion rate of 56 percent includes 0.2 percent from biomass. 

 
In addition to any deductions already made by the Agency and Board staff, the Board has 
authority to make additional deductions to the diversion tonnage.  Public Resources Code 
Sections 41031, 41033, 41331, and 41333 provide that jurisdictions’ waste 
characterization components (which contain the waste generation studies) shall include 
data that are as accurate as possible.  These statutes provide the basis for allowing 
jurisdictions to request, and for the Board to approve, new base years.  Consequently, in 
considering new base-year requests, the standard used by the Board is whether the new 
base year is as accurate as possible.  To the extent that the Board determines that a 
portion of the new base year is not accurate, the Board may approve the remainder of the 
new base year, with the inaccurate portion removed. 

 
Sludge Petition 
PRC Section 41781.1 allows the Board to grant base year credit to jurisdictions hosting a 
sewage processing facility for sewage sludge diversion programs.  Additionally, Title 14, 
California Code of Regulations (CCR), Section 18775.2 outlines the criteria that each 
jurisdiction must meet to petition the Board for sludge diversion credit. Staff has received 
and reviewed a petition from the Agency requesting that their diverted sludge tonnage be 
allowed to count towards these requirements. 
 
Requirements for Jurisdictions: 
Per 14 CCR Section 18775.2 (a) (1), in order to claim sludge diversion credit, a jurisdiction 
must submit a request that includes:  
• A description of the proposed sludge diversion project;  
• A description of the monitoring programs that will be established to insure that the sludge 

reuse project did not pose a threat to public health or the environment; and 
• Written certification from the agent(s) responsible for implementing the project that the 

proposed sludge reuse meets all applicable requirements of state and federal law. 
 
Additionally, pursuant to PRC Section 41781 (b) and 14 CCR, Sections 18720 (44) and 
18722 (m), a jurisdiction must demonstrate that the sludge was: 
• A waste type disposed of in a Board-permitted disposal facility in the base year;  
• Generated from a facility within the jurisdiction; and  
• Normally disposed (comprised at least 0.001 percent of the jurisdiction’s total disposed 

waste during the base year).   
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Requirements for Board Staff: 
and analyzes the petition to determine whether Upon receipt of the petition, staff reviews 

sufficient information has been included 
finding. Board staff must notify the 
the petition is complete, pursuant to 
and 14 CCR Section 18775.2. Staff 
has met the requirements of PRC, Sections 
Sections, 18775.2, 18720 and 18722. 

In addition, PRC Section 41781.1 requires 
concurrence in the finding from the 

• State Water Resources Control 
Control Boards (RWQCB), 

• State Department of Health 
• State Air Resources Board (ARB), 

and Air Quality Management 
• Department of Toxic Substances 

Board staff has reviewed the data submitted 
has been adequately analyzed, that the 
to public health or the environment, 
agencies. 
Biomass Diversion Credit Claim: 

in the request to enable the Board to make a 
jurisdiction in writing within 45 days as to whether 
the criteria set forth in both PRC Section 41781.1 
has reviewed the petition and found that the County 

41781(b) and 41781.1, and Title 14, CCR 

the Board to consult with, and obtain 
agencies listed below: 

Board (SWRCB), and Regional Water Quality 

Services (DHS), 
and Air Pollution Control Districts (APCD), 

Districts, and 
Control (DTSC) 

by the Agency and accepts that the sludge 
materials reused as described do not pose a threat 

and are in concurrence with requirements of these 

base year generation study a biomass diversion 
sent to 2 different biomass facilities 797 tons to 

552 tons to Pacific Lumber Company). Starting in 
to include not more than 10 percent 

if the Board determines at a public hearing, based 
that certain conditions are met. The table below 

the Agency has met them. 

The Agency included in its 2003 new 
credit claim for 1,349 tons of material 
Woodland Biomass Power, ltd.; and 
2000, PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions 
diversion through biomass conversion 
upon substantial evidence in the record, 
identifies those conditions, and how 

Biomass Diversion Credit for the Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1. Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 
transformation in the same reporting year 

1. The Agency's new base year generation study did not include 
information regarding transformation activity or tonnage for 2003. 

2. Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively 
implement all feasible source reduction, recycling, and 
composting measures. 

2. The Agency is adequately implementing diversion programs, as 
shown in Attachment 1. 

3. The material sent to a biomass facility was normally 
disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC Section 41781). 

3. The material sent by the Agency to the biomass facilities mentioned 
above in 2003 was normally disposed by the Agency as indicated in its 
SRRE. 

4. The biomass facility exclusively processes biomass 
(defined in PRC Section 40106). 

4. The biomass facilities listed above do not process any material not 
specified in statute, which includes agricultural crop residues; bark, 
lawn, yard and garden clippings; leaves, silviculture residue, tree and 
brush pruning; wood, wood chips, and wood waste; or non-recyclable 
pulp or non-recyclable paper materials. 

5. The biomass facility is in compliance with all 
applicable air quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5. The biomass facilities listed above met all applicable air quality 
laws, rules, and regulations as shown in documentation from their 
respective Air Pollution Control Districts. 

6. The ash or other residue from the facility is regularly 
tested to determine if it is hazardous waste; and, if it is 
determined to be hazardous, the ash or other residue is 
sent to a Class I hazardous waste disposal facility. 

6. In 2003, the ash was tested regularly tested and was determined not 
to be hazardous. 
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Requirements for Board Staff: 
Upon receipt of the petition, staff reviews and analyzes the petition to determine whether 
sufficient information has been included in the request to enable the Board to make a 
finding.  Board staff must notify the jurisdiction in writing within 45 days as to whether 
the petition is complete, pursuant to the criteria set forth in both PRC Section 41781.1 
and 14 CCR Section 18775.2.  Staff has reviewed the petition and found that the County 
has met the requirements of PRC, Sections 41781(b) and 41781.1, and Title 14, CCR 
Sections, 18775.2, 18720 and 18722.  
 
In addition, PRC Section 41781.1 requires the Board to consult with, and obtain 
concurrence in the finding from the agencies listed below: 
 

• State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), and Regional Water Quality 
Control Boards (RWQCB), 

• State Department of Health Services (DHS), 
• State Air Resources Board (ARB), and Air Pollution Control Districts (APCD), 

and Air Quality Management Districts, and 
• Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) 

 
Board staff has reviewed the data submitted by the Agency and accepts that the sludge 
has been adequately analyzed, that the materials reused as described do not pose a threat 
to public health or the environment, and are in concurrence with requirements of these 
agencies. 
Biomass Diversion Credit Claim: 
The Agency included in its 2003 new base year generation study a biomass diversion 
credit claim for 1,349 tons of material sent to 2 different biomass facilities 797 tons to 
Woodland Biomass Power, ltd.; and 552 tons to Pacific Lumber Company).  Starting in 
2000, PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to include not more than 10 percent 
diversion through biomass conversion if the Board determines at a public hearing, based 
upon substantial evidence in the record, that certain conditions are met.  The table below 
identifies those conditions, and how the Agency has met them. 

 
Biomass Diversion Credit for the Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1.  Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 
transformation in the same reporting year 

1.  The Agency’s new base year generation study did not include 
information regarding transformation activity or tonnage for 2003. 

2.  Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively 
implement all feasible source reduction, recycling, and 
composting measures.  

2.  The Agency is adequately implementing diversion programs, as 
shown in Attachment 1. 

3.  The material sent to a biomass facility was normally 
disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC Section 41781). 

3.  The material sent by the Agency to the biomass facilities mentioned 
above in 2003 was normally disposed by the Agency as indicated in its 
SRRE. 

4.  The biomass facility exclusively processes biomass 
(defined in PRC Section 40106). 

4.  The biomass facilities listed above do not process any material not 
specified in statute, which includes agricultural crop residues; bark, 
lawn, yard and garden clippings; leaves, silviculture residue, tree and 
brush pruning; wood, wood chips, and wood waste; or non-recyclable 
pulp or non-recyclable paper materials. 

5.  The biomass facility is in compliance with all 
applicable air quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5.  The biomass facilities listed above met all applicable air quality 
laws, rules, and regulations as shown in documentation from their 
respective Air Pollution Control Districts. 

6.  The ash or other residue from the facility is regularly 
tested to determine if it is hazardous waste; and, if it is 
determined to be hazardous, the ash or other residue is 
sent to a Class I hazardous waste disposal facility. 

6.  In 2003, the ash was tested regularly tested and was determined not 
to be hazardous. 
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rate increase of 0.2 
56 percent. Because 
for claiming biomass 
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biomass diversion claim 
percent but does not change 

the Agency and the biomass 
diversion credit, Board staff 

diversion claim for 2003. 
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and has demonstrated it has met 

diversion credit. Therefore, staff 
base-year change request documented 
of its petition for sludge diversion 

Issues 
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Term Impacts 
of a jurisdiction's base 
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that are as accurate as possible. 

Justice 

the accuracy 
measurement. 

Impacts 
the Agency's 

of 1,349 tons results 
the Agency's overall 

facilities listed above 
recommends the Board 

in a diversion 
diversion rate 

meet the criteria 
approve the 

for a 2003 
for 

of the 
2b, 

issues related 

accurate 

accurately 
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generated, 

approval 
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of 

documented 

of any 

year will 

the 
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for 
on quantities 

the statutory 
is recommending 

its request 
conditions base

staff 

to this 

its 

E. Fiscal 
N/A 
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As 
41331 

Board 

claiming 

staff believes 
-year change 

sludge 
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in Attachment 

environmental 

lead to a more 

Agency to more 

implementing 
of waste 

including 

B. Environmental 
Based 

C. Program/Long 
Improving 
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Approving 
measure 

diverted 

G. Environmental 
Community 

approval 

on available 
item. 

the success 
progress to the 

Impacts 

Issues 
discussed above, 

that requires 
and disposed 

Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for Sonoma Co WMA* 

0/0 White % Hispanic 
0/0 Black 

% Native 
American 0/0 Asian % Pacific 

Islander 0/0 Other 

77.1 16.6 0.9 0.8 1.8 0.1 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for Sonoma Co WMA 
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

53,076 67,258 8.1 
*Countywide 
**Per Household 
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Approving the Agency’s biomass diversion claim of 1,349 tons results in a diversion 
rate increase of 0.2 percent but does not change the Agency’s overall diversion rate of 
56 percent.  Because the Agency and the biomass facilities listed above meet the criteria 
for claiming biomass diversion credit, Board staff recommends the Board approve the 
Agency’s biomass diversion claim for 2003. 

 
3.  Findings 

Board staff believes the Agency has adequately documented its request for a 2003 
base-year change and has demonstrated it has met the statutory conditions for 
claiming sludge diversion credit. Therefore, staff is recommending approval of the 
staff-recommended base-year change request documented in Attachment 2b, 
including approval of its petition for sludge diversion credit.  
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Improving the accuracy of a jurisdiction’s base year will lead to a more accurate 
statewide measurement. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the Agency’s new base year will enable the Agency to more accurately 
measure the success of its diversion programs and therefore to more accurately report 
its progress to the Board. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
N/A 
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41331 that requires a jurisdiction to submit data on quantities of waste generated, 
diverted and disposed that are as accurate as possible. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for Sonoma Co WMA* 

 
% White 

 
% Hispanic 

 
 

% Black 

 
% Native 
American 

 
% Asian 

 
% Pacific 
Islander 

 
% Other 

77.1 16.6 0.9 0.8 1.8 0.1 0.2 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for Sonoma Co WMA 
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

53,076 67,258 8.1 
*Countywide 
**Per Household 
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• Environmental Justice Issues. The Agency supports the position that all residents 
are entitled to a healthy and safe environment independent of where they live or their 
status. 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The 1996 RAIWMP reported that 
11% of Sonoma County's population was Hispanic. By 2000, that number had 
increased to 17%. The 1996 Siting Element includes established criteria for 
establishing new or expanding existing solid waste facilities. Exclusionary criteria 
eliminate potential sites from consideration that are near airports, within flood plains, 
on fault zones, within urban boundaries of incorporated cities, within designated 
community separators or that have land designations of urban or rural residential, 
general or limited commercial, and recreation and visitor serving commercial. 
Although not referred to as environmental justice at the time, the siting criteria also 
includes comparative criteria that evaluates environmental (groundwater, surface 
water, air quality, etc.), community (population density, sensitive receptors, 
transportation, etc.), engineering (geology, faults), administrative (airport safety, site 
capacity, etc.) and economic (i.e., operating costs) aspects of any potential solid waste 
facility. The comparative criteria were developed through a public input process that 
included public workshops, input from the AB939 Solid Waste Local Task Force, and 
review at public hearings conducted to adopt the 1996 RAIWMP. These exclusive 
and comparative siting criteria, which remain unchanged from the 1996 RAIWMP, 
enable the evaluation of potential sites for solid waste facilities to consider all aspects 
of communities wherever the community is located. Specific programs, such as used 
oil and oil filter recycling, have included bilingual education pieces such as flyers, 
posters, and radio ads as part of the project-specific education and public 
information. The beverage container recycling program, funded by a grant from the 
Department of Conservation, includes bilingual container signage, brochures, and 
store window posters. In addition, this program placed the DOC-produced Spanish 
television commercials on the local television channel Univision and hired a Latino 
consultant to conduct one-on-one outreach with the Latino community in public 
places such as parks, swap meets, fairs and other events. The largest bilingual 
education project was the "Builder's Guide to Re-Use and Recycling" produced to 
support the construction and demolition debris diversion program. In order to tie 
these programs together, the 2003 RAIWMP identified outreach to non-English-
speaking populations as an effort for the Sonoma County Waste Management 
stressing the need for application of community based social marketing techniques to 
determine barriers, researching other successful programs, evaluating behavior tools, 
and developing and implementing programs. 

• Project Benefits. Improving the accuracy of jurisdiction's base year will lead to a 
more accurate statewide measurement. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
The County's new base year coincides with: 

• Goal 2, Objective 3 (D) 
• Goal 7, Objective 1 (B) 
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• Environmental Justice Issues.  The Agency supports the position that all residents 
are entitled to a healthy and safe environment independent of where they live or their 
status.   

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The 1996 RAIWMP reported that 
11% of Sonoma County's population was Hispanic.  By 2000, that number had 
increased to 17%.  The 1996 Siting Element includes established criteria for 
establishing new or expanding existing solid waste facilities.  Exclusionary criteria 
eliminate potential sites from consideration that are near airports, within flood plains, 
on fault zones, within urban boundaries of incorporated cities, within designated 
community separators or that have land designations of urban or rural residential, 
general or limited commercial, and recreation and visitor serving commercial.  
Although not referred to as environmental justice at the time, the siting criteria also 
includes comparative criteria that evaluates environmental (groundwater, surface 
water, air quality, etc.), community (population density, sensitive receptors, 
transportation, etc.), engineering (geology, faults), administrative (airport safety, site 
capacity, etc.) and economic (i.e., operating costs) aspects of any potential solid waste 
facility.  The comparative criteria were developed through a public input process that 
included public workshops, input from the AB939 Solid Waste Local Task Force, and 
review at public hearings conducted to adopt the 1996 RAIWMP.  These exclusive 
and comparative siting criteria, which remain unchanged from the 1996 RAIWMP, 
enable the evaluation of potential sites for solid waste facilities to consider all aspects 
of communities wherever the community is located.  Specific programs, such as used 
oil and oil filter recycling, have included bilingual education pieces such as flyers, 
posters, and radio ads as part of the project-specific education and public 
information.  The beverage container recycling program, funded by a grant from the 
Department of Conservation, includes bilingual container signage, brochures, and 
store window posters.  In addition, this program placed the DOC-produced Spanish 
television commercials on the local television channel Univision and hired a Latino 
consultant to conduct one-on-one outreach with the Latino community in public 
places such as parks, swap meets, fairs and other events.  The largest bilingual 
education project was the "Builder's Guide to Re-Use and Recycling" produced to 
support the construction and demolition debris diversion program.  In order to tie 
these programs together, the 2003 RAIWMP identified outreach to non-English-
speaking populations as an effort for the Sonoma County Waste Management 
stressing the need for application of community based social marketing techniques to 
determine barriers, researching other successful programs, evaluating behavior tools, 
and developing and implementing programs.  

• Project Benefits.  Improving the accuracy of jurisdiction’s base year will lead to a 
more accurate statewide measurement. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
The County’s new base year coincides with: 

• Goal 2, Objective 3 (D) 
• Goal 7, Objective 1 (B) 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
N/A 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
. Program Listing for Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 
2a. Base Year Modification Request Certification for Sonoma County Waste 

Management Agency 
2b. Board staff Recommended Base-Year Modification Request Certification 
3. Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings for Sonoma County Waste Management 

Agency 
4. Resolution Number 2005-195 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Kathy Davis Phone: (916) 341-6263 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341- 6080 
C. Administration Staff: NA Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

1. Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 

B. Opposition 
1. No known opposition 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
 N/A 
 
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
. Program Listing for Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 
2a. Base Year Modification Request Certification for Sonoma County Waste 

Management Agency 
2b. Board staff Recommended Base-Year Modification Request Certification 
3. Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings for Sonoma County Waste Management 

Agency 
4.   Resolution Number 2005-195 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Kathy Davis Phone:  (916) 341-6263 
B. Legal Staff:  Elliot Block Phone:  (916) 341- 6080 
C.  Administration Staff:  NA          Phone:  NA

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

1.  Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 
 

B. Opposition 
1.  No known opposition   
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Sonoma County Waste Management Agency June 20,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N N 1989 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Government Recycling Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Sonoma County Waste Management Agency June 20,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 1989 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Sonoma County Waste Management Agency June 20,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC N N 1997 PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Food Waste Composting 

3050-CM-SCH N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
School Composting Programs 

3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Composting Programs 

4010-SP-SLG N N 1996 PF Al AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC N N 1997 PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Food Waste Composting 

 3050-CM-SCH N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 School Composting Programs 

 3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 4010-SP-SLG N N 1996 PF AI AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Sonoma County Waste Management Agency June 20,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1997 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 1 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Sonoma County Waste Management Agency June 20,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1997 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Sonoma County Waste Management Agency June 20,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7020-F R-TST Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

8010-TR-BIO N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Biomass 

8020-TR-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 1 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Sonoma County Waste Management Agency June 20,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 8010-TR-BIO N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Biomass 

 8020-TR-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Sonoma County Waste Management Agency June 20,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9020-H H-CSC N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Curbside Collection 

9030-H H-WSE N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Waste Exchange 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 

online. 
2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 

7 = Sufficient diversion 
program. 

without selected 

AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 1 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 5 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Sonoma County Waste Management Agency June 20,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9020-HH-CSC N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9030-HH-WSE N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED ware NANAGENIENT GOARO 

Bess Year Modification necitiest Certification 
Part 1: Generation Study • No latrapolefion Diversion Data 
To request a substitution for a previously approved base year used in calculating the diversion rate for your 
jurisdiction. please complete and sign Ails form and return it to your Mee of Local Aesistanbe (CIA) 
representative at the address below, Wong with any additional information requested by OLA staff. When es 
documentation has been moseyed, your OLA representative ea work with you to prepare for your appearance 
before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (918) 341.8199 to be connected to 
your OLA representative. 

Met completed documents to: 

California Integrated Wants Merffigetnant Board 
Office of Laced Armistanoe 
1001 IlStrat, (M8-215) 
PD PDX NM 
bewernento, CA 998124025 

General inetrwidonst 
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board. 
U 1. Use a recent generation-besed etudy to calculate our current repotting year 

generation amount, but  not ofile-lellY change our Wang Board-approved  base year. 
0 2. Use a recent generatien•based May to offielaily change our 

existing Board-approved base year to a new ban year. 

The shaded cells on these sheets em Protected. If you have problems 
using these sheets, Memo contact your OMCO of Local maestro representative by calling (918) 341-8198. 

Section 4: ADM Or* 0:ClerYaase,06 
.. ... , 

Ali - Mtlitali#0* ' •,•0+1' 
I carte under penalty of perjury Mat the information In Min document is true and correct to the best Of my 
knowledge, and that I ern authorized to make this certification on Behan of: 
Jurisdiction NM. 

Sonoma Count/waste Management 44gettOY 
°aunty 

Sonoma County 
AutZtE

Lc
ionutufa 

„s
r etehvat  

Tia.0-444nted-i- 
PriegiSere Cede Typonint Name of Person Stoning 

Donna Ga*.all 
Ord. .74, )eas 

(707)011SSITS 

Posse comploang  TN. Form Mart FOIL arty C) Tit 

alive Montana 

Af611111:5.1 . FC3 Consulting Group 
reran Gay San MP 

MCI Cagily Cantor Drive, Suite 100 lit Santa Rasa GA 
.. 

sun 
. 

&Mat Address 
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Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4"). 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 
1. Current Board-approved existing base year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year: 
1990 2003 

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion: 

The 2003 Waste Generation Study has documented extensive diversion in County businesses , materials processors and 
agriculture. The County has instituted many waste diversion programs over the past 13 years, the results of which is 
represented in this study. 

4. Enter diversion rate information below. 
Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year a. 38 % 

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study b. 55 % 

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 9.3 

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

13.6 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 20 % generation 80 % 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 67% % generation 33% % 

Population existing generation-based study Population new generation-based study 469,460 
5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your 
current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction's demographics). 
The 1990 waste generation figure grossly underestimated the percentage of waste from the residential sector. In addition, 
the County population has grown rapidly. There has also been a large increase in the tonnages generated by the wineries 
and materials processors in the County. 

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain the 
specific reasons for the difference. (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.) 

The County has implemented extensive programs including a C and D program and financial incentives for diversion of inerts, and 
recently banned the disposal of inerts at Central landfill. The 2003 study has documented extensive business waste reduction programs 
that did not exist in 1990. The County has also implemented operational improvements at Central Landfill including the Recycletown 
Resue area, sorting of tires, metals and appliances, yard debris, wood waste and other materials at the new tipping building. The 
following programs have been implemented and recently expanded: backyard composting, residential curbside, agency grasscycling, 
school recycling, procurement and County in-house recycling, special collections, increased number of dropoff and buyback facilities. The 
County has also banned disposal of yard debris from the landfill. 
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a. % b. %

% % % %
Population existing generation-based study

13.6

Non-Residential 
generation 80

 Residential
generation

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 9.3

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

67% 33%

The County has implemented extensive programs including a C and D program and financial incentives for diversion of inerts, and 
recently banned the disposal of inerts at Central landfill. The 2003 study has documented extensive business waste reduction programs 
that did not exist in 1990. The County has also implemented operational improvements at Central Landfill including the Recycletown 
Resue area, sorting of tires, metals and appliances, yard debris, wood waste and other materials at the new tipping building.  The 
following programs have been implemented and recently expanded: backyard composting, residential curbside, agency grasscycling, 
school recycling, procurement and County in-house recycling, special collections, increased number of dropoff and buyback facilities. The 
County has also banned disposal of yard debris from the landfill.

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain the 
specific reasons for the difference.  (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.)

current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction’s demographics).

Residential
generation 20

469,460

The 1990 waste generation figure grossly underestimated the percentage of waste from the residential sector. In addition, 
the County population has grown rapidly. There has also been a large increase in the tonnages generated by the wineries 
and materials processors in the County.

Population new generation-based study 
5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your

Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study

1990 2003

The 2003 Waste Generation Study has documented extensive diversion in County businesses , materials processors and 
agriculture. The County has instituted many waste diversion programs over the past 13 years, the results of which is 
represented in this study.

55

Non-Residential
generation

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion.

4. Enter diversion rate information below.

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4").

38

1. Current Board-approved existing base year:

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion:

2. Proposed new generation-based study year:
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7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values): 

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains 
❑ a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal 

❑ b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit 

2 c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were 

350683 172724 523407 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

Residential Non-Residential Total 
your disposal data and complete the required tables. 

Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.) 

of hauler and self-haul tonnage. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at 

corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if 
requested. Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations). If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt,] white goods, and scrap metal, please identify those programs/waste types and fill out Section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 

*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9. 

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 
Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  
des/Reduce.htm  

Residential Source Reduction 
Activities 

Backyard composting 
3676 0.3% Food waste and green waste 

63.5 tons/month food waste and 2,913.9 tons per month 
of greenwaste at 70% participation rate 

UCCE Surveys -see attached UCCE Annual Report-See 
Attachment F-Backyard Composting 

Grasscycling 0.0% 
Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Dropoff Centers 
624 0.1% reuse of fixtures, furniture, etc. Actual tonnages 

SCWMA Reports-See Attachment C- Buyback Center 
Source Reduction 

0.0% 
0.0% 

Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 

Subtotal, Residential Source 
Reduction 4300 0.4% 
Residential Recycling Activities 

Curbside Recycling 

49010 4.2% 
Newspaper, OCC, mixed paper, office paper, tin 
cans, mixed plastic, glass, aluminum, HDPE, PETE Actual tonnages and CRV reporting system 

SCWMA reports, DOC-See Attachment A -Residential 
Curbside Recycling 

Buyback Centers 
5852 0.5% 

OCC, mixed paper, aluminum, glass, PETE, HDPE, 
Bimetal Actual tonnages, CRV Reporting System 

Petaluma Recycling Center and DOC See Attachment B-
Buyback Center Data 

Drop-off Centers 

18922 1.6% 

Newspaper, OCC, mixed paper, window panes, tin 
cans, dirt, concrete, rock, porcelain fixtures, mixed 
plastics tires, wood, glass, PETE, HDPE, Alumimum Actual weight and CRV reporting system 

Transfer station reports/Bay Area Creative Reuse 
reports, DOC reports See Attachment C- Dropoff Center 
Data 
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350683 172724 523407
Residential Non-Residential Total

*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9.

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

   Backyard composting
3676 0.3% Food waste and green waste

63.5 tons/month food waste and 2,913.9 tons per month 
of greenwaste at 70% participation rate

UCCE Surveys -see attached UCCE Annual Report-See 
Attachment F-Backyard Composting

   Grasscycling 0.0%

Dropoff Centers
624 0.1% reuse of fixtures, furniture, etc. Actual tonnages

SCWMA Reports-See Attachment C- Buyback Center 
Source Reduction

0.0%
0.0%

   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
Subtotal, Residential Source 
Reduction 4300 0.4%
Residential Recycling Activities

  Curbside Recycling

49010 4.2%
Newspaper, OCC, mixed paper, office paper, tin 
cans, mixed plastic, glass, aluminum, HDPE, PETE Actual tonnages and CRV reporting system

SCWMA reports, DOC-See Attachment A -Residential 
Curbside Recycling

  Buyback Centers
5852 0.5%

OCC, mixed paper, aluminum, glass, PETE, HDPE, 
Bimetal Actual tonnages, CRV Reporting System

Petaluma Recycling Center and DOC See Attachment B- 
Buyback Center Data

  Drop-off Centers

18922 1.6%

Newspaper, OCC, mixed paper, window panes, tin 
cans, dirt, concrete, rock, porcelain fixtures, mixed 
plastics tires, wood, glass, PETE, HDPE, Alumimum Actual weight and CRV reporting system

Transfer station reports/Bay Area Creative Reuse 
reports, DOC reports See Attachment C- Dropoff Center 
Data

Residential Source Reduction 
Activities

7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values):

            a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.)
            b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage.  (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)

            c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables.

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if 
requested.  Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations).  If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt,] white goods, and scrap metal, please identify those programs/waste types and fill out Section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 

  Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 
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Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (If any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm 

Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Recycling 73784 6.3% 
Residential Composting Activities 

Green Waste Drop-off 29579 2.5% 
Curbside Green Waste 

52584 4.5% Greenwaste Actual tonnages 
SCWMA report-See Attachment A- Residential Curbside 
Greenwaste 

Christmas Tree Program 
Other Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Composting 

82163 7.0% 
Subtotal, Residential Diversion 

160247 13.7% 
Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities: 

Non-Residential Waste Audits• 939 0.1% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 

Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Public Agency Grasscycling 

3657 0.3% Grass 

481.18 
factor 

acres at 7.6 tons/per/acre-CIWMB conversion Interviews with site landscape managers, Sup of City 
Parks, Recycling Coordinator, Maintenance Supervisor 
See Attachment E- Grasscycling Data 

Enter Program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 4596 0.4% 
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Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Recycling 73784 6.3%
Residential Composting Activities

   Green Waste Drop-off 29579 2.5%
   Curbside Green Waste

52584 4.5% Greenwaste Actual tonnages
SCWMA report-See Attachment A- Residential Curbside 
Greenwaste

   Christmas Tree Program

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Composting

82163 7.0%
Subtotal, Residential Diversion

160247 13.7%

  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 939 0.1% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

Public Agency Grasscycling

3657 0.3% Grass

481.18 acres at 7.6 tons/per/acre-CIWMB conversion 
factor

Interviews with site landscape managers, Sup of City 
Parks, Recycling Coordinator, Maintenance Supervisor 
See Attachment E- Grasscycling Data

   Enter Program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 4596 0.4%

Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities:

  Other Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

  Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2a 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm 

Recycling 
Non-Residential Waste Audits• 340412 29.2% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9 
Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Commercial Recycling Collection 
26822 2.3% 

Paper, OCC, tins cans, glass, mixed plastic, 
aluminum, PETE, HDPE Actual weights, CRV reporting system 

SCWMA reports, DOC-See Attachment D -Commercial 
Generator Data 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential Recycling 
367234 31.5% 

Non-Residential Composting 
Activities 

Non-Residential Waste Audits• I 66407 I 5.7% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 
Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential 
Composting 66407 5.7% 

Subtotal Non-Residential Diversion 438237 37.6% 
Residential/Non- Residential 

Diversion Activities 
ADC 

29237 2.5% Wood chips, greenwaste, sludge, mixed Actual tonnages 
Marin Co. Department of Public Works, DRS, SCWMA 
reports See Attachment I -Alternative Daily Cover 

Sludge 

3708 0.3% Sludge-composted and land application Actual tonnages 
Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant Manager-See 
Attachment H - Sludge Composting and Land Application 

Scrap Metal 

8587 0.7% Non-ferrous and ferrous metals Actual Tonnages 

Business Waste Audits, North Bay Reports, C and D 
Program, County Drop-off: see Attachments C, D,and 
G(9) and Table 2 Section 2 - Scrap Metal Summary 

Construction and Demolition 
2513 0.2% Wood, OCC, tin Actual Tonnages 

North Bay Facility Reports See Attachment J- C&D 
Collection Program 

Landfill Salvage 

Subtotal Residential/ 
Non-Residential Diversion 44045 3.8% 

Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 
Tons 8896 0.8% 

Total Diversion Tons 642529 55.1% 

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 523407 44.9% 
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  Attachment 2a

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

Recycling
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 340412 29.2% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

Commercial Recycling Collection
26822 2.3%

Paper, OCC, tins cans, glass, mixed plastic, 
aluminum, PETE, HDPE Actual weights, CRV reporting system

SCWMA reports, DOC-See Attachment D -Commercial 
Generator Data

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal  Non-Residential Recycling

367234 31.5%
Non-Residential Composting 
Activities
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 66407 5.7% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name

Subtotal  Non-Residential 
Composting 66407 5.7%

Subtotal  Non-Residential Diversion 438237 37.6%
  Residential/Non- Residential 
Diversion Activities
   ADC

29237 2.5% Wood chips, greenwaste, sludge, mixed Actual tonnages
Marin Co. Department of Public Works, DRS, SCWMA 
reports See Attachment I -Alternative Daily Cover

   Sludge

3708 0.3% Sludge-composted and land application Actual tonnages
Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant Manager-See 
Attachment H - Sludge Composting and Land Application

   Scrap Metal

8587 0.7% Non-ferrous and ferrous metals Actual Tonnages

Business Waste Audits, North Bay Reports, C and D 
Program, County Drop-off: see Attachments C, D,and 
G(9) and Table 2 Section 2 - Scrap Metal Summary

  Construction and Demolition
2513 0.2% Wood, OCC, tin Actual Tonnages

North Bay Facility Reports See Attachment J- C&D 
Collection Program

   Landfill Salvage
Subtotal Residential/
Non-Residential Diversion 44045 3.8%
Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 

Tons 8896 0.8%

Total Diversion Tons 642529 55.1%

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 523407 44.9%

  Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2a 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (If any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm  

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 1165936 

Diversion Rate 55% 
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Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 1165936

Diversion Rate 55%
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2a 
9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits--Top 10 Non-Residential Generators 

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based on 
total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets. 
(Table will perform all addition calculations). 

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator 

Audit 
Reference 

Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities Include 
Material Type 

(e.g., paper recycling, grasscycling). 
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons 

Recycling 
Tons 

Composting 
Tons 

Total Diversion 
Tons 

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8) 

Survey Method 
Phone (P) 
Mail (M) 
On-site (0) 
Other 

Inerts processor G99 Concrete and Asphalt processing 77821 77821 6.7% Interview 
Inerts processor G101 Concrete and Asphalt processing 60000 60000 5.1% Interview 
Inerts processor G96 Concrete and Asphalt processing 49242 49242 4.2% Interview 
Inerts processor G100 Concrete and Asphalt processing 38161 38161 3.3% Interview 
Inerts processor G97 Concrete and Asphalt processing 37197 37197 3.2% Interview 
Inerts processor G95 Concrete and Asphalt processing 32066 32066 2.8% Interview 
Compost processor G14 Composting-horse manure 22400 22400 1.9% Interview 
Inerts processor G98 Concrete and Asphalt processing 22212 22212 1.9% Interview 
Compost processor G13 Composting-dairy manure 7814 7814 0.7% Interview 
Winery G47 Pomace composting 6000 6000 0.5% Mail Survey 

Totals 316699 36214 352913 30.3% 

Also provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) 
diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey 
form(s)used. 
Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

G99- Actual tonnages provided by quarry engineer 
G-101- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts 
G-96- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts 
G100- Actual weight provided by operations personnel 
G97- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts 
G95- Measured in debris box and truckload quantities @1,855 Ibs/cy 
G14- 32,000 cy/year @1,400 Ibs/cy 
G98- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts 
G13- Actual tonnage provided by business representative 
G47- 40,000 tons crushed -15% of total crush is 6,000 tons 
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Type of Non-Residential 
Generator

Audit 
Reference 
Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities Include 
Material Type

(e.g., paper recycling, grasscycling).
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons

Recycling 
Tons

Composting 
Tons

Total Diversion 
Tons

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8)

Survey Method
Phone (P)
Mail (M)
On-site (O)
Other ___

Inerts processor G99 Concrete and Asphalt processing 77821 77821 6.7% Interview
Inerts processor G101 Concrete and Asphalt processing 60000 60000 5.1% Interview
Inerts processor G96 Concrete and Asphalt processing 49242 49242 4.2% Interview
Inerts processor G100 Concrete and Asphalt processing 38161 38161 3.3% Interview
Inerts processor G97 Concrete and Asphalt processing 37197 37197 3.2% Interview
Inerts processor G95 Concrete and Asphalt processing 32066 32066 2.8% Interview
Compost processor G14 Composting-horse manure 22400 22400 1.9% Interview
Inerts processor G98 Concrete and Asphalt processing 22212 22212 1.9% Interview
Compost processor G13 Composting-dairy manure 7814 7814 0.7% Interview
Winery G47 Pomace composting 6000 6000 0.5% Mail Survey

316699 36214 352913 30.3%Totals

Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits--Top 10 Non-Residential Generators

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based on 
total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets.
(Table will perform all addition calculations).

Also provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) 
diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey 
form(s) used.

G99- Actual tonnages provided by quarry engineer
G-101- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts
G-96- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts
G100- Actual weight provided by operations personnel
G97- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts
G95- Measured in debris box and truckload quantities @1,855 lbs/cy
G14- 32,000 cy/year @1,400 lbs/cy
G98- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts
G13- Actual tonnage provided by business representative
G47- 40,000 tons crushed -15% of total crush is 6,000 tons
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2a 

10. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals 
and white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information: 
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table. 
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., Diversion conducted by city 
public waste dept.". 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

See Attached Restricted Waste Spreadsheet 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the 
not been approved by the Board - on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 10b", provide 
indicates: 
■ How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which 
diversion (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]). 
■ That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less 
of that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year 
criterion is applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 
documentation. 
■ That the jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion 
reduction and recycling element. 
Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the 
provide an attachment 10b for that waste type and program. 
Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. 
If documentation is not available, go to 10d. 
c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested 
not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed: 

program and waste type has 
the documentation that 

specifically resulted in the 

than or equal to the amount 
before 1990. dote: this 

[c] [2]). Please include 

programs in its source 

Board, you do not have to 

(Date) 

in 10b is available (but 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting 
Year Diversion Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation. 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage 

1990 
Diversion 
Tonnage 

Difference 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 
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Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. (Date)

pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type

See Attached Restricted Waste Spreadsheetpull down for waste types

         That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than or equal to the amount 
of that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. (Note: this 
criterion is applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [2]). Please include 
documentation.

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

Specific Program Name

pull down for waste types

10. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals 
and white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information:
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table.
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "Diversion conducted by city 
public waste dept.".

TonnageYear StartedSpecific Program NameRestricted Waste Type

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, you do not have to 
provide an attachment 10b for that waste type and program.  

If documentation is not available, go to 10d.
c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is available (but 
not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed:

         That the jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs in its source 
reduction and recycling element.

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting 
Year Diversion Tonnage

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the program and waste type has 
not been approved by the Board - on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 10b", provide the documentation that 
indicates:

pull down for waste types

        How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically resulted in the 
diversion (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]).

pull down for waste types

New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage

1990 
Diversion 
Tonnage

Difference

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation.

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste TypesPull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

 Page 8



Agenda Item 3 
Attachment 2a 

Board Meeting 
August 16-17, 2005 

Table 1 
Preliminary Results for 2003 SCWMA Base Year Study 

Diversion Categories 
Preliminary Tons of 

 
Documented Diversion 

Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste (Franchisees) 101,594.35 

Buyback Centers 5,851.84 

Drop-Off Centers 49,124.49 

Commercial Recycling Programs 26,821.76 

Grasscycling 3,656.97 

Backyard Composting 3,676.00 

Business Audits - Source Reduction 939.1 

Business Audits - Recycling 340,412.07 

Business Audits - Composting 66,406.74 

Sludge Composting and Land Application 3,708.00 

ADC 29,236.73 

C & D Collection and Dropoff Programs 2,513.5 

Scrap Metal (Adjusted) 8,587.1 

Subtotal - Preliminary 2003 Diversion 642,528.58 

Total Disposal 544,757.00 

Credit for Contaminated Soil Disposed at Central Landfill (20,196.35) 

Credit for Indian Lands Waste (1,153.17) 

Adjusted 2003 Disposal Tonnage 523,407.48 

Total Generation 1,165,936.1 

Preliminary 2003 Diversion Rate 

1 
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Diversion Categories Preliminary Tons of 
Documented Diversion

Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste (Franchisees)                        101,594.35 
Buyback Centers                            5,851.84 
Drop-Off Centers                          49,124.49 
Commercial Recycling Programs                          26,821.76 
Grasscycling                            3,656.97 
Backyard  Composting                            3,676.00 
Business Audits - Source Reduction                                 939.1 
Business Audits - Recycling                        340,412.07 
Business Audits - Composting                          66,406.74 
Sludge Composting and Land Application                            3,708.00 
ADC                          29,236.73 
C & D Collection and Dropoff Programs                              2,513.5 
Scrap Metal (Adjusted)                              8,587.1 

Subtotal - Preliminary 2003 Diversion                        642,528.58 
Total Disposal                        544,757.00 
Credit for Contaminated Soil Disposed at Central Landfill                         (20,196.35)
Credit for Indian Lands Waste                           (1,153.17)

Adjusted 2003 Disposal Tonnage                        523,407.48 
Total Generation                       1,165,936.1 

Preliminary 2003 Diversion Rate 55.1%

Table 1
Preliminary Results for 2003 SCWMA Base Year Study
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Table 1 
Preliminary Results for 2003 Sonoma County Base Year Study 

Preliminary Tons of 
Diversion Categories Documented Diversion Notes 

Residential Curbside Recycling 
and Greenwaste (Franchisees) 

101,594.35 Attachment A - Reported by SCWMA and DOC 

Buyback Centers 5,851.84 Attachment B - R3 Survey and DOC Report 

Drop-Off Centers 49,124.49 Attachment C - Reported by SCWMA 

Commercial Recycling Programs 26,821.76 Attachment D - Reported by SCWMA and DOC 

Grasscycling 3,656.97 Attachment E - R3 Surveys 

Backyard Composting 3,676.00 Attachment F - UC Extension Annual Report 

Business Audits - Source 939.1 Attachment G - R3 surveys 
Reduction 

Business Audits - Recycling 340,412.07 Attachment G - R3 surveys 

Business Audits - Composting 66,406.74 Attachment G - R3 surveys 

Sludge Composting and Land 3,708.00 Attachment H - R3 Surveys 
Application 

ADC 29,236.73 Attachment I - SCWMA Report and Preliminary 
DRS Data 

C & D Collection and Dropoff 2,513.5 Attachment J - SCWMA Report and Preliminary 
Programs DRS Data 

Scrap Metal (Adjusted) 8,587.1 Section 2 -  Table 2 

2003 Documented Diversion 642,528.58 
Tonnage 

Gross Disposal Tonnage 544,757.00 Attachment K - Preliminary DRS Report from 
CIWMB 

Credit for Contaminated Soil (20,196.35) Attachment K - Reported by SCWMA 
Disposed at Central Landfill 

Credit for Indian Lands Waste (1,153.17) Attachment K - Reported by SCWMA 

2003 Adjusted Disposal 523,407.48 
Tonnage 

1 

Total Generation 1,165,936.1 

2003 Preliminary Diversion 
Rate 

55.1% 
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Diversion Categories
Preliminary Tons of 

Documented Diversion Notes

Residential Curbside Recycling 
and Greenwaste (Franchisees)

                        101,594.35 Attachment A  -  Reported by SCWMA and DOC

Buyback Centers                             5,851.84 Attachment B  -  R3 Survey and DOC Report

Drop-Off Centers                           49,124.49 Attachment C - Reported by SCWMA

Commercial Recycling Programs                           26,821.76 Attachment D  -  Reported by SCWMA and DOC

Grasscycling                             3,656.97 Attachment E  -  R3 Surveys

Backyard  Composting                             3,676.00 Attachment F  -  UC Extension Annual Report

Business Audits - Source 
Reduction

                                 939.1 Attachment G  -  R3 surveys

Business Audits - Recycling                         340,412.07 Attachment G  -  R3 surveys

Business Audits - Composting                           66,406.74 Attachment G  -  R3 surveys

Sludge Composting and Land 
Application

                            3,708.00 Attachment H  -  R3 Surveys

ADC                           29,236.73 Attachment I  -  SCWMA Report and Preliminary 
DRS Data

C & D Collection and Dropoff 
Programs

                              2,513.5 Attachment J  -  SCWMA Report and Preliminary 
DRS Data

Scrap Metal (Adjusted)                               8,587.1 Section 2 - Table 2

2003 Documented Diversion 
Tonnage

                        642,528.58 

Gross Disposal Tonnage                         544,757.00 Attachment K - Preliminary DRS Report from 
CIWMB

Credit for Contaminated Soil 
Disposed at Central Landfill

                         (20,196.35) Attachment K - Reported by SCWMA

Credit for Indian Lands Waste                            (1,153.17) Attachment K - Reported by SCWMA

2003 Adjusted Disposal 
Tonnage

                        523,407.48 

Total Generation                        1,165,936.1 

2003 Preliminary Diversion 
Rate 55.1%

Table 1
Preliminary Results for 2003 Sonoma County Base Year Study
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Table 2 
Sonoma County Scrap Metal Summary 

6.' Pre-1990 Program 
1990 Tons (as Tons (identified in 

adjusted in 1994) current study) 

Post 1990 Program 
Tons (identified in 

current study) Notes 

1990 Tons 26,089.00 
See attached letter 

dated 12/06/94 
County Drop-off and 
Floor Sort 10,345.13 Ref C-1 

Metal Recycler 3,200.00 Ref G-10 

Metal Recycler 18,000.00 Ref G-10 

Commercial Program hi  1,020.83 Ref D-1 

Technology Company 583.00 Ref G-3 

Technology Company 2.00 Ref G-6 

Recycling Company 300.00 Ref G-11 

Inerts Processor 1,200.00 Ref G-100 

C&D Program 25.09 Ref J-1 

Totals 

Total Identified 2003 
Scrap Metal Diversion 

26,089.00 31,545.13 3,130.92 

34,676.05 

Net 1990 Diversion (26,089.00) 

Total 2003 Scrap 
Metal Diversion 
Credit 8,587.05 

3 
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1990 Tons (as 
adjusted in 1994)

Pre-1990 Program 
Tons (identified in 

current study)

Post 1990 Program 
Tons (identified in 

current study) Notes

1990 Tons 26,089.00             
See attached letter 

dated 12/06/94
County Drop-off and 
Floor Sort 10,345.13                     Ref C-1

Metal Recycler 3,200.00                       Ref G-10

Metal Recycler 18,000.00                     Ref G-10

Commercial Program 1,020.83                     Ref D-1

Technology Company 583.00                        Ref G-3

Technology Company 2.00                            Ref G-6

Recycling Company 300.00                        Ref G-11

Inerts Processor 1,200.00                     Ref G-100

C&D Program 25.09                          Ref J-1

Totals 26,089.00             31,545.13                     3,130.92                     

Total Identified 2003 
Scrap Metal Diversion 34,676.05                   

Net 1990 Diversion (26,089.00)                  

Total 2003 Scrap 
Metal Diversion 
Credit 8,587.05                     

Sonoma County Scrap Metal Summary
Table 2
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Table 3 
2003 Pomace Tonnage Summary 

Total Pomace Recycling 
Identified in 2003 27,325.03 

Ag crop residue diverted 
in 1990 per County-wide 
Waste Generation Study (907.00) 

Total 2003 Pomace 
Diversion Credit 26,418.03 
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Total Pomace Recycling 
Identified in 2003 27,325.03              

Ag crop residue diverted 
in 1990 per County-wide 
Waste Generation Study (907.00)                  

Total 2003 Pomace 
Diversion Credit 26,418.03              

Table 3
2003 Pomace Tonnage Summary
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Attachment A 
Sonoma County Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

Al Residential Curbside Res Newspaper 9,528.00 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res OCC 8,090.89 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res Mixed paper 13,708.08 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res Office paper 3,831.00 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res Tin Cans 1,055.98 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res Mixed Plastic 517.09 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res Greenwaste 52,584.26 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

A2 Residential Curbside Res Glass 10,946.15 DOC CRV reporting system 

A2 Residential Curbside Res Aluminum 136.65 DOC CRV reporting system 

A2 Residential Curbside Res HDPE 418.40 DOC CRV reporting system 

A2 Residential Curbside Res PETE 777.85 DOC CRV reporting system 

Totals 49,010.09 52,584.26 

Total 2003 Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste Diversion 01,594.35 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

A1 Residential Curbside Res Newspaper 9,528.00          SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res OCC 8,090.89          SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res Mixed paper 13,708.08        SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res Office paper 3,831.00          SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res Tin Cans 1,055.98          SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res Mixed Plastic 517.09             SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res Greenwaste 52,584.26    SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A2 Residential Curbside Res Glass 10,946.15        DOC CRV reporting system

A2 Residential Curbside Res Aluminum 136.65             DOC CRV reporting system

A2 Residential Curbside Res HDPE 418.40             DOC CRV reporting system 

A2 Residential Curbside Res PETE 777.85             DOC CRV reporting system 

Totals 49,010.09     52,584.26 

Total 2003 Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste Diversion 101,594.35

Attachment A
Sonoma County Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste Data for 2003
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Attachment B 
Sonoma County Buyback Center Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres 
Material 

Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement 

conversion factor 
/ 

Notes 

B1 Buyback Center Res OCC 430.00 Waste audit Actual tonnage 

B1 Buyback Center Res Mixed Paper 301.00 Waste audit Actual tonnage 

B2 Buyback Center Res Aluminum 1,096.74 DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res Glass 3,607.20 DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res PETE 375.98 DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res HDPE 40.83 DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res Bimetal 0.09 DOC CRV reporting system 

Total 2003 Buyback Center Diversion 5,851.84 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

B1 Buyback Center Res OCC 430.00      Waste audit Actual tonnage

B1 Buyback Center Res Mixed Paper 301.00      Waste audit Actual tonnage

B2 Buyback Center Res Aluminum 1,096.74   DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res Glass 3,607.20   DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res PETE 375.98      DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res HDPE 40.83       DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res Bimetal 0.09         DOC CRV reporting system 

Total 2003 Buyback Center Diversion 5,851.84

Attachment B
Sonoma County Buyback Center Data for 2003
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Attachment C 
Sonoma County Dropoff Center Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Newspaper 703.09 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res OCC 1,074.56 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Mixed Paper 177.47 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Window panes 45.99 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Scrap metal 10,345.13 SCWMA report Actual weight 
See Table 2 in 
Section 2 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Tin Cans 573.78 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Dirt 2,822.73 SCWMA report Actual weight 
Restricted waste -
Table 10 Section 3 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Concrete 84.20 SCWMA report Actual weight 
Restricted waste -
Table 10 Section 3 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Rock 156.63 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res C&D 739.01 SCWMA report Actual weight 
Included in 
Attachment J 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res 
Porcelain 
Fixtures 76.22 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Mixed plastics 92.37 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res 

CCU - 
(Commingled 
Recyclables) 43.87 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Tires 107.09 SCWMA report Actual weight 

See attached letter 
from North Bay 
Corp. 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Wood 11,496.84 SCWMA report Actual weight 
Wood chipped for 
path mulch. 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Wood 1,348.93 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Green Waste 29,578.65 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res Glass 103.22 DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res PETE 9.22 DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res HDPE 5.67 DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res Aluminum 0.21 DOC CRV reporting system 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Newspaper 703.09        SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res OCC 1,074.56     SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Mixed Paper 177.47        SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Window panes 45.99          SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Scrap metal 10,345.13   SCWMA report Actual weight
See Table 2 in 
Section 2

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Tin Cans 573.78        SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Dirt 2,822.73     SCWMA report Actual weight
Restricted waste - 
Table 10 Section 3

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Concrete 84.20          SCWMA report Actual weight
Restricted waste - 
Table 10 Section 3

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Rock 156.63        SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res C&D 739.01        SCWMA report Actual weight
Included in 
Attachment J

C1 Dropoff Centers Res
Porcelain 
Fixtures 76.22          SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Mixed plastics 92.37          SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res

CCU - 
(Commingled 
Recyclables) 43.87          

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Tires 107.09        SCWMA report Actual weight

See attached letter 
from North Bay 
Corp.

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Wood 11,496.84   SCWMA report Actual weight
Wood chipped for 
path mulch.

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Wood 1,348.93      SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Green Waste 29,578.65     

C2 Dropoff Centers Res Glass 103.22        DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res PETE 9.22            DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res HDPE 5.67            DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res Aluminum 0.21            DOC CRV reporting system 

Attachment C
Sonoma County Dropoff Center Data for 2003
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Attachment C 
Sonoma County Dropoff Center Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

C3 Dropoff Centers Res Reuse 552.28 SCWMA report Actual weight 

See attached 
records from Central 
LF, Healdsburg TS 
and Sonoma TS 

C4 Dropoff Centers Res Reuse 71.47 BARC Annual Report 
See attached 
records from BACR 

Totals 623.75 28,657.30 29,578.65 1,348.93 

Sub-total 2003 Dropoff Center Diversion 60,208.63 

Scrap Metal (10,345.13) 
See Table 2 in 
Section 2 

Source Reduction / Reuse (623.75) 

Construction & Demolition (739.01) 
Included in 
Attachment J 

Composting 

2003 Dropoff Center Recycling 

2003 Dropoff Center Source Reduction / 

2003 Dropoff Center Composting 

Reuse 

1 1 

(29,578.65) 

18,922.09 

623.75 

29,578.65 

As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form. 

As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form. 
As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form. 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment C
Sonoma County Dropoff Center Data for 2003

C3 Dropoff Centers Res Reuse 552.28      SCWMA report Actual weight

See attached 
records from Central 
LF, Healdsburg TS 
and Sonoma TS

C4 Dropoff Centers Res Reuse 71.47        BARC Annual Report
See attached 
records from BACR

Totals 623.75     28,657.30  29,578.65    1,348.93     

Sub-total 2003 Dropoff Center Diversion 60,208.63    

Scrap Metal (10,345.13)  
See Table 2 in 
Section 2

Source Reduction / Reuse (623.75)       

Construction & Demolition (739.01)       
Included in 
Attachment J

Composting (29,578.65)  

2003 Dropoff Center Recycling 18,922.09    
As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form.

2003 Dropoff Center Source Reduction / Reuse 623.75         
As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form.

2003 Dropoff Center Composting 29,578.65    
As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form.
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Attachment D 
Sonoma County Commercial Generator Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Newspaper 1,367.92 SCWMA report actual weight 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres OCC 17,521.78 SCWMA report actual weight 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Mixed paper 5,122.96 SCWMA report actual weight 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Office paper 1,143.47 SCWMA report actual weight 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Scrap metal 1,020.83 SCWMA report actual weight 
See Table 2 
Section 2 

in 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Tin cans 475.12 SCWMA report actual weight 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Mixed plastics 148.11 SCWMA report actual weight 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres Aluminum 32.19 DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres Glass 917.70 DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres PETE 59.93 DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres HDPE 32.58 DOC CRV reporting system 

Total 2003 Commercial Generator Diversion 

Scrap Metal Deduction 

Adjusted 2003 Commercial Generator Diversion 

1,020.83 
See Table 2 
Section 2 

in 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Newspaper 1,367.92     SCWMA report actual weight

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres OCC 17,521.78   SCWMA report actual weight

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Mixed paper 5,122.96     SCWMA report actual weight

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Office paper 1,143.47     SCWMA report actual weight

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Scrap metal 1,020.83     SCWMA report actual weight
See Table 2 in 
Section 2

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Tin cans 475.12        SCWMA report actual weight

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Mixed plastics 148.11        SCWMA report actual weight

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres Aluminum 32.19          DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres Glass 917.70        DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres PETE 59.93          DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres HDPE 32.58          DOC CRV reporting system 

Total 2003 Commercial Generator Diversion 27,842.59   

Scrap Metal Deduction (1,020.83)   
See Table 2 in 
Section 2

Adjusted 2003 Commercial Generator Diversion 26,821.76   

Attachment D
Sonoma County Commercial Generator Data for 2003
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Attachment E 
Sonoma County Public Agency Grasscycling Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres 
Material 

Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

El Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 988.00 
interview with on-site 
landscape manager 

130 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

E2 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 2,090.00 

interview with 
Superintendent of 
City parks 

275 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

E3 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 366.17 
interview with 
recycling coordinator 

48.18 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

E4 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 91.20 

interview with 
maintenance 
supervisor 

12 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

E5 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 121.60 
interview with District 
Business Manager 

16 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

Total 2003 Public Agency Grasscycling Diversion 3,656.97 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

E1 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 988.00     
interview with on-site 
landscape manager

130 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

E2 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 2,090.00   

interview with 
Superintendent of 
City parks

275 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

E3 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 366.17     
interview with 
recycling coordinator

48.18 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

E4 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 91.20       

interview with 
maintenance 
supervisor

12 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

E5 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 121.60     
interview with District 
Business Manager

16 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

Total 2003 Public Agency Grasscycling Diversion 3,656.97  

Attachment E
Sonoma County Public Agency Grasscycling Data for 2003
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Attachment F 
Sonoma County Residential Backyard Composting Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres 
Material 

Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC 
Data 

source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

F1 Residential Backyard Compost Res Food 762.10 
UCCE 
surveys- 

63.5 tons per month of 
food waste @ 70% 
participation rate 

see attached 
UCCE annual 
report) 

F1 Residential Backyard Compost Res Green Waste 2,913.90 
UCCE 
surveys- 

2,913.9 tons per month 
of green waste @ 70% 
participation rate 

see attached 
UCCE annual 
report) 

Total 2003 Residential Backyard Compost Diversion 3,676.00 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC
Data 

source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

F1 Residential Backyard Compost Res Food 762.10      
UCCE 
surveys- 

63.5 tons per month of 
food waste @ 70% 
participation rate

see attached 
UCCE annual 
report)

F1 Residential Backyard Compost Res Green Waste 2,913.90   
UCCE 
surveys- 

2,913.9 tons per month 
of green waste @ 70% 
participation rate

see attached 
UCCE annual 
report)

Total 2003 Residential Backyard Compost Diversion 3,676.00 

Attachment F
Sonoma County Residential Backyard Composting Data for 2003
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Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9) 
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

G1 Building material reuse Nonres lumber 25.00 
interview w/ 
Operations Director actual tonnage 

G1 Building material reuse Nonres doors, hardware 10.00 
interview w/ 
Operations Director actual tonnage 

G2 Pallet Recycler Nonres Pallets 1,145.00 
interview w/ 
company owner 

57,261 pallets recycled 
in 2003 at 40 lbs/each 

G3 Technology Company Nonres Computers 10.00 
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage 

Computers donated 
to schools 

G3 Technology Company Nonres Paper 66.00 
interview with 
Facilities Manager 

actual tonnage from 
document recycler 

G3 Technology Company Nonres Plastic Packaging 21.00 
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage 

G3 Technology Company Nonres Scrap Metal 583.00 
interview with 
Facilities Manager 

actual tonnage from 
recycler 

See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G3 Technology Company Nonres Donated Furniture 168.00 
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage 

furniture dontated to 
schools, nonprofits, 
etc. 

G4 Gardening Service Nonres Grasscycling 125.00 
interview with Chief 
Operation Officer 

16.5 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

G4 Gardening Service Nonres Yard Clippings 79.00 
interview with Chief 
Operation Officer 300 C.Y. @ 527 lbs/C.Y. 

G5 Gardening Service Nonres Grasscycling 380.00 
interview w/ 
company owner 

50 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

G6 Technology Company Nonres OCC 35.00 

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage 

G6 Technology Company Nonres Computers 3.00 

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage 

Computers donated 
to schools 

G6 Technology Company Nonres Mixed paper 28.00 

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage 

G6 Technology Company Nonres Scrap Metal 2.00 

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage 

See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G7 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 420.42 

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage 

12 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G7 Grocery store Nonres OCC 3,405.40 

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage 

12 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G7 Grocery store Nonres Plasfics 105.11 

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage 

12 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G7 Grocery store Nonres Produce 1,865.82 

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage 

12 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G8 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 27.20 

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage 

8 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G8 Grocery store Nonres OCC 1,064.00 

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage 

8 stores in Sonoma 
County 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

G1 Building material reuse Nonres lumber 25.00           
interview w/ 
Operations Director actual tonnage

G1 Building material reuse Nonres doors, hardware 10.00           
interview w/ 
Operations Director actual tonnage

G2 Pallet Recycler Nonres Pallets 1,145.00          
interview w/ 
company owner

57,261 pallets recycled 
in 2003 at 40 lbs/each

G3 Technology Company Nonres Computers 10.00           
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage

Computers donated 
to schools

G3 Technology Company Nonres Paper 66.00               
interview with 
Facilities Manager

actual tonnage from 
document recycler

G3 Technology Company Nonres Plastic Packaging 21.00               
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage

G3 Technology Company Nonres Scrap Metal 583.00             
interview with 
Facilities Manager

actual tonnage from 
recycler

See Table 2 - Section 
2

G3 Technology Company Nonres Donated Furniture 168.00         
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage

furniture dontated to 
schools, nonprofits, 
etc.

G4 Gardening Service Nonres Grasscycling 125.00         
interview with Chief 
Operation Officer

16.5 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

G4 Gardening Service Nonres Yard Clippings 79.00              
interview with Chief 
Operation Officer 300 C.Y. @ 527 lbs/C.Y.

G5 Gardening Service Nonres Grasscycling 380.00         
interview w/ 
company owner

50 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

G6 Technology Company Nonres OCC 35.00               

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage

G6 Technology Company Nonres Computers 3.00             

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage

Computers donated 
to schools

G6 Technology Company Nonres Mixed paper 28.00               

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage

G6 Technology Company Nonres Scrap Metal 2.00                 

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage

See Table 2 - Section 
2

G7 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 420.42             

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage

12 stores in Sonoma 
County

G7 Grocery store Nonres OCC 3,405.40          

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage

12 stores in Sonoma 
County

G7 Grocery store Nonres Plastics 105.11             

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage

12 stores in Sonoma 
County

G7 Grocery store Nonres Produce 1,865.82         

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage

12 stores in Sonoma 
County

G8 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 27.20               

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage

8 stores in Sonoma 
County

G8 Grocery store Nonres OCC 1,064.00          

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage

8 stores in Sonoma 
County

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003
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Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9) 
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

G8 Grocery store Nonres Food 31.10 

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage 

8 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G8 Grocery store Nonres Plastics 13.80 

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage 

8 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Bakery Waste 4.89 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

1.63 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 44.34 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

14.78 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Paper 1.95 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

0.65 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Grease / Oil 7.83 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

2.61 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Newspaper 0.09 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

0.03 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres OCC 653.40 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

217.8 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Phonebooks 1.17 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

.39 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Produce Trim 150.78 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

50.26 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Stretch Film 12.69 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

4.23 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Wax OCC 40.26 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

13.42 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G10 Metal Recycler Nonres Non-ferrous 3,200.00 Interview with owner actual tonnage 
See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G10 Metal Recycler Nonres Ferrous 18,000.00 Interview with owner actual tonnage 
See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G11 Recycling Company Nonres Manure 456.00 Interview with owner 
651.04 C.Y. @ 1400 
lbs/C.Y. 

G11 Recycling Company Nonres Ferrous 300.00 Interview with owner actual tonnage 
See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G12 Food Processor Nonres Food Waste 609.00 
interview with Plant 
Manager actual tonnage includes soy solids 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003

G8 Grocery store Nonres Food 31.10           

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage

8 stores in Sonoma 
County

G8 Grocery store Nonres Plastics 13.80               

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage

8 stores in Sonoma 
County

G9 Grocery store Nonres Bakery Waste 4.89                

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

1.63 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 44.34               

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

14.78 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Paper 1.95                 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

0.65 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Grease / Oil 7.83                 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

2.61 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Newspaper 0.09                 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

0.03 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres OCC 653.40             

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

217.8 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Phonebooks 1.17                 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

.39 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Produce Trim 150.78            

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

50.26 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Stretch Film 12.69               

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

4.23 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Wax OCC 40.26               

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

13.42 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G10 Metal Recycler Nonres Non-ferrous 3,200.00          Interview with owner actual tonnage
See Table 2 - Section 
2

G10 Metal Recycler Nonres Ferrous 18,000.00        Interview with owner actual tonnage
See Table 2 - Section 
2

G11 Recycling Company Nonres Manure 456.00            Interview with owner
651.04 C.Y. @ 1400 
lbs/C.Y.

G11 Recycling Company Nonres Ferrous 300.00             Interview with owner actual tonnage
See Table 2 - Section 
2

G12 Food Processor Nonres Food Waste 609.00             
interview with Plant 
Manager actual tonnage includes soy solids
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Agenda Item 3 
Attachment 2a Board Meeting 
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Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9) 
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

G12 Food Processor Nonres Food Waste 735.25 
interview with Plant 
Manager 

173,000 gallons of soy 
whey @ 8.5 lbs/gallon 

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Dairy Manure 7,814.40 
interview with 
Company Owner 

9.600 C.V. @ 1,628 
lbs/C.Y. 

G13 Compost Processor Nonres 
Horse Manure and 
Bedding 1,126.80 

interview with 
Company Owner 

1,800 C.V. @ 1,252 
lbs/C.Y. 

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Grape Pomace 4,300.00 
interview with 
Company Owner actual tonnage 

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Food Waste 432.90 
interview with 
Company Owner 

600 C.V. @ 1,443 
lbs/C.Y. 

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Fir Shavings 220.00 
interview with 
Company Owner 

1000 C.V. @ 440 
lbs/C.Y. 

G14 Compost Processor Nonres Horse Manure 22,400.00 
interview with Plant 
Manager 

32,000 C.V. @ 1,400 
lbs/C.Y. 

G14 Compost Processor Nonres Plant trimmings 1,584.00 
interview with Plant 
Manager 

29,331 C.V. @ 108 
lbs/C.Y. 

G15 Compost Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 15,000.00 
interview with 
Company Owner actual tonnage 

Restricted waste -
see attachment 

G15 Compost Processor Nonres Sawdust 3,750.00 
interview with 
Company Owner 

20,000 C.V. @ 375 
lbs/C.Y. 

G16 Regional Park Agency Nonres Manure 75.12 
Recycling 
Coordinator 

120 C.V. @ 1.252 
lbs/C.Y. 

G17 Winery Nonres Pomace 24.00 
SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 160 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G18 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.60 SCWMA Survey 
15% of 3.9 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G19 Winery Nonres Pomace 1.20 
SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 8 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G20 Winery Nonres Pomace 103.20 SCWMA Survey 
15% of 688 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G21 Winery Nonres Pomace 150.00 SCWMA Survey 
15% of 1,000 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G22 Winery Nonres Pomace 43.50 SCWMA Survey 
15% of 290 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G23 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.00 SCWMA Survey 
15% of 400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G24 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.60 
SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 82 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G25 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.50 SCWMA Survey 
15% of 50 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G26 Winery Nonres Pomace 75.00 SCWMA Survey 
15% of 500 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G27 Winery Nonres Pomace 105.00 SCWMA Survey 
15% of 700 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G28 Winery Nonres Pomace 88.50 SCWMA Survey 
15% of 590.3 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G29 Winery Nonres Pomace 414.75 
SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 2,765 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G30 Winery Nonres Pomace 124.50 
SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 830 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G31 Winery Nonres Pomace 8.25 
SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 55 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G32 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,169.25 
SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 7,795 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G33 Winery Nonres Pomace 9.75 
SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 65 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G34 Winery Nonres Pomace 3,600.00 
SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 24,000 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G35 Winery Nonres Pomace 75.00 
SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 500 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003

G12 Food Processor Nonres Food Waste 735.25             
interview with Plant 
Manager

173,000 gallons of soy 
whey @ 8.5 lbs/gallon

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Dairy Manure 7,814.40         
interview with 
Company Owner

9.600 C.Y. @ 1,628 
lbs/C.Y.

G13 Compost Processor Nonres
Horse Manure and 
Bedding 1,126.80         

interview with 
Company Owner

1,800 C.Y. @ 1,252 
lbs/C.Y.

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Grape Pomace 4,300.00         
interview with 
Company Owner actual tonnage

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Food Waste 432.90            
interview with 
Company Owner

600 C.Y. @ 1,443 
lbs/C.Y.

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Fir Shavings 220.00            
interview with 
Company Owner

1000 C.Y. @ 440 
lbs/C.Y.

G14 Compost Processor Nonres Horse Manure 22,400.00       
interview with Plant 
Manager

32,000 C.Y. @ 1,400 
lbs/C.Y.

G14 Compost Processor Nonres Plant trimmings 1,584.00         
interview with Plant 
Manager

29,331 C.Y. @ 108 
lbs/C.Y.

G15 Compost Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 15,000.00        
interview with 
Company Owner actual tonnage

Restricted waste - 
see attachment

G15 Compost Processor Nonres Sawdust 3,750.00         
interview with 
Company Owner

20,000 C.Y. @ 375 
lbs/C.Y.

G16 Regional Park Agency Nonres Manure 75.12              
Recycling 
Coordinator

120 C.Y. @ 1.252 
lbs/C.Y.

G17 Winery Nonres Pomace 24.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 160 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G18 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.60                SCWMA Survey
15% of 3.9 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G19 Winery Nonres Pomace 1.20                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 8 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G20 Winery Nonres Pomace 103.20            SCWMA Survey
15% of 688 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G21 Winery Nonres Pomace 150.00            SCWMA Survey
15% of 1,000 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G22 Winery Nonres Pomace 43.50              SCWMA Survey
15% of 290 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G23 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.00              SCWMA Survey
15% of 400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G24 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.60              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 82 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G25 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.50                SCWMA Survey
15% of 50 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G26 Winery Nonres Pomace 75.00              SCWMA Survey
15% of 500 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G27 Winery Nonres Pomace 105.00            SCWMA Survey
15% of 700 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G28 Winery Nonres Pomace 88.50              SCWMA Survey
15% of 590.3 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G29 Winery Nonres Pomace 414.75            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 2,765 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G30 Winery Nonres Pomace 124.50            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 830 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G31 Winery Nonres Pomace 8.25                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 55 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G32 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,169.25         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 7,795 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G33 Winery Nonres Pomace 9.75                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 65 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G34 Winery Nonres Pomace 3,600.00         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 24,000 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G35 Winery Nonres Pomace 75.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 500 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor
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Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9) 
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

G36 Winery Nonres Pomace 31.05 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 207 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G37 Winery Nonres Pomace 2.25 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 15 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G38 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G39 Winery Nonres Pomace 3/5 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 25 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G40 Winery Nonres Pomace 32.40 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 216 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G41 Winery Nonres Pomace 3/5 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 25 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G42 Winery Nonres Pomace 515.55 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 3,437 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G43 Winery Nonres Pomace 22.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 150 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G44 Winery Nonres Pomace 3.75 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 25 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G45 Winery Nonres Pomace 4.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 30 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G46 Winery Nonres Pomace 21.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 140 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G47 Winery Nonres Pomace 6,000.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 40,000 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G48 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,110.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 7,400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G49 Winery Nonres Pomace 320.25 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 2,135 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G50 Winery Nonres Pomace 16.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 110 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G51 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.75 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 405 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G52 Winery Nonres Pomace 15.08 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 100.5 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G53 Winery Nonres Pomace 63.75 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 425 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G54 Winery Nonres Pomace 20.10 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 134 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G55 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,015.05 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 6,767 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G56 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,723.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 11,490 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G57 Winery Nonres Pomace 369.20 SCWMA Survey 
15% of 2461.5 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G58 Winery Nonres Pomace 52.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 350 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G59 Winery Nonres Pomace 10.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 70 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G60 Winery Nonres Pomace 28.20 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 188 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G61 Winery Nonres Pomace 46.95 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 313 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G62 Winery Nonres Pomace 8.34 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 55.61 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G63 Winery Nonres Pomace 82.74 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 551.62 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G64 Winery Nonres Pomace 31.65 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 211 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 
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source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
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conversion factor Notes

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
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G36 Winery Nonres Pomace 31.05              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 207 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G37 Winery Nonres Pomace 2.25                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 15 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G38 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G39 Winery Nonres Pomace 3.75                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 25 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G40 Winery Nonres Pomace 32.40              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 216 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G41 Winery Nonres Pomace 3.75                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 25 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G42 Winery Nonres Pomace 515.55            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 3,437 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G43 Winery Nonres Pomace 22.50              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 150 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G44 Winery Nonres Pomace 3.75                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 25 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G45 Winery Nonres Pomace 4.50                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 30 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G46 Winery Nonres Pomace 21.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 140 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G47 Winery Nonres Pomace 6,000.00         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 40,000 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G48 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,110.00         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 7,400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G49 Winery Nonres Pomace 320.25            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 2,135 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G50 Winery Nonres Pomace 16.50              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 110 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G51 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.75              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 405 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G52 Winery Nonres Pomace 15.08              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 100.5 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G53 Winery Nonres Pomace 63.75              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 425 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G54 Winery Nonres Pomace 20.10              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 134 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G55 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,015.05         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 6,767 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G56 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,723.50         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 11,490 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G57 Winery Nonres Pomace 369.20            SCWMA Survey
15% of 2461.5 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G58 Winery Nonres Pomace 52.50              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 350 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G59 Winery Nonres Pomace 10.50              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 70 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G60 Winery Nonres Pomace 28.20              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 188 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G61 Winery Nonres Pomace 46.95              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 313 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G62 Winery Nonres Pomace 8.34                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 55.61 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G63 Winery Nonres Pomace 82.74              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 551.62 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G64 Winery Nonres Pomace 31.65              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 211 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor
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Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

G65 Winery Nonres Pomace 41.25 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 275 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G66 Winery Nonres Pomace 52.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 350 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G67 Winery Nonres Pomace 347.84 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 2,318.9 ton 
grape harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G68 Winery Nonres Pomace 114.60 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 764 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G69 Winery Nonres Pomace 99.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 660 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G70 Winery Nonres Pomace 2.70 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 18 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G71 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 80 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G72 Winery Nonres Pomace 45.90 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 306 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G73 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,129.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 7,530 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G74 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.75 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 5 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G75 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,557.60 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 10,384 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G76 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 80 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G77 Winery Nonres Pomace 32.25 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 215 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G78 Winery Nonres Pomace 1.80 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 12 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G79 Winery Nonres Pomace 33.45 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 223 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G80 Winery Nonres Pomace 51.60 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 344 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G81 Winery Nonres Pomace 358.05 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 2,387 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G82 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.60 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 84.01 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G83 Winery Nonres Pomace 25.17 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 167.8 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G84 Winery Nonres Pomace 190.65 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 1,271 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G85 Winery Nonres Pomace 632.10 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 4,214 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G86 Winery Nonres Pomace 360.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 2,400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G87 Winery Nonres Pomace 33.75 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 225 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G88 Winery Nonres Pomace 9.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 60 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G89 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.90 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 6 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G90 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 50 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G91 Winery Nonres Pomace 51.30 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 342 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G92 Winery Nonres Pomace 24.03 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 160.2 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G93 Winery Nonres Pomace 30.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 200 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003

G65 Winery Nonres Pomace 41.25              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 275 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G66 Winery Nonres Pomace 52.50              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 350 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G67 Winery Nonres Pomace 347.84            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 2,318.9 ton 
grape harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G68 Winery Nonres Pomace 114.60            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 764 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G69 Winery Nonres Pomace 99.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 660 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G70 Winery Nonres Pomace 2.70                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 18 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G71 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 80 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G72 Winery Nonres Pomace 45.90              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 306 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G73 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,129.50         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 7,530 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G74 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.75                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 5 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G75 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,557.60         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 10,384 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G76 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 80 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G77 Winery Nonres Pomace 32.25              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 215 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G78 Winery Nonres Pomace 1.80                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 12 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G79 Winery Nonres Pomace 33.45              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 223 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G80 Winery Nonres Pomace 51.60              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 344 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G81 Winery Nonres Pomace 358.05            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 2,387 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G82 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.60              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 84.01 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G83 Winery Nonres Pomace 25.17              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 167.8 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G84 Winery Nonres Pomace 190.65            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 1,271 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G85 Winery Nonres Pomace 632.10            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 4,214 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G86 Winery Nonres Pomace 360.00            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 2,400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G87 Winery Nonres Pomace 33.75              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 225 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G88 Winery Nonres Pomace 9.00                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 60 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G89 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.90                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 6 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G90 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.50                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 50 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G91 Winery Nonres Pomace 51.30              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 342 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G92 Winery Nonres Pomace 24.03              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 160.2 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G93 Winery Nonres Pomace 30.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 200 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor
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Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

G94 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.08 

SCWMA Mail 
Survey 

15% of 47.2 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G95 marts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 32,066.00 

Interview with Facility 
Manager 

34,573 C.Y. SI 1,855 lbs 
C.V. 

See Table 10 - 
Section 3 

G96 !netts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 49,242.00 
Interview with 
Operations Manager actual tonnage 

See Table 10 - 
Section 3 

G97 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 37,197.00 

Interview with Office 
Manager actual tonnage 

See Table 10 - 
Section 3 

G98 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 22,212.00 
Company Vice- 
President actual tonnage actual 

See Table 10 - 
Section 3 

G99 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 77,821.00 

Interview with Quarry 
Engineer actual tonnage 

Table 10 - 
Section 3 

G100 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 38,161.00 

Interview with 
Operations Manager actual tonnage 

See Table 10 - 
Section 3 

G100 Inerts Processor Nonres Scrap Metal 1,200.00 

Interview with 
Operations Manager actual tonnage 

See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G101 !newts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 60,000.00 

Interview with 
Company Employee actual tonnages 

See Table 10 - 
Section 3 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Source Reduction 23.50 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Materials Exchange 42.00 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Salvage yards 6.00 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Cardboard 49.10 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Office paper 102.80 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Plastics 1.10 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Grasscycfing 115.50 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Composting 29.00 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G103 County Office In-house Nonres Mixed paper 123.16 

Total 2003 Business and Agency Audits = 

1990 Pomace Deduction 

9.10 363, 

(907.00) 

- - 
See Table 3 In Section 2 
Pomace adjustment 

• 

Scrap Metal Deduction (23,285) 
See Table 2 In Section 2 
Scrap Metal Summery 

• 

Adjusted Totals 939.10 340,412.07 66,408.74 

Adusted Total Business and Agency Audits 407,75 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003

G94 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.08                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 47.2 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G95 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 32,066.00        
interview with Facility 
Manager

34,573 C.Y. @ 1,855 lbs 
C.Y.

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G96 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 49,242.00        
interview with 
Operations Manager actual tonnage

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G97 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 37,197.00        
interview with Office 
Manager actual tonnage

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G98 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 22,212.00        
Company Vice-
President actual tonnage

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G99 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 77,821.00        
interview with Quarry 
Engineer actual tonnage

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G100 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 38,161.00        
interview with 
Operations Manager actual tonnage

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G100 Inerts Processor Nonres Scrap Metal 1,200.00          
interview with 
Operations Manager actual tonnage

See Table 2 - Section 
2

G101 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 60,000.00        
interview with 
Company Employee actual tonnages

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Source Reduction 23.50           AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Materials Exchange 42.00           AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Salvage yards 6.00             AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Cardboard 49.10               AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Office paper 102.80             AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Plastics 1.10                 AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Grasscycling 115.50         AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Composting 29.00              AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G103 County Office In-house Nonres Mixed paper 123.16             

Total 2003 Business and Agency Audits 939.10         363,697.07      67,313.74       -                  -             

1990 Pomace Deduction (907.00)           
See Table 3 in Section 2 -
Pomace adjustment

Scrap Metal Deduction (23,285)           
See Table 2 in Section 2 -
Scrap Metal Summary

Adjusted Totals 939.10         340,412.07      66,406.74       

Adusted Total Business and Agency Audits 407,757.91    
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Attachment H 
Sonoma County Sludge Composting and Land Application for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres 
Material 

Type reduction 
source 

recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

H1 Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant Nonres sludge 1,414.00 

Laguna 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant 
Manager actual tonnage Composted 

H1 Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant Nonres sludge 2,294.00 

Laguna 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant 
Manager actual tonnage Land application 

Total 2003 Sludge Composting and Land Application 3,708.00 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

H1 Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant Nonres sludge 1,414.00     

Laguna 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant 
Manager actual tonnage Composted

H1 Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant Nonres sludge 2,294.00     

Laguna 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant 
Manager actual tonnage Land application

Total 2003 Sludge Composting and Land Application 3,708.00     

Attachment H
Sonoma County Sludge Composting and Land Application for 2003
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Attachment I 
Sonoma County Alternative Daily Cover for 2003 

Ref # 
Generator 

Type 
Res / Material 

Nonres Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

11 ADC Nonres Mixed 250 
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at Altamont 
Pass Landfill 

11 ADC Nonres Sludge 8 
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at West Contra 
Costa Landfill 

12 ADC Nonres 
Green 
Material 7 

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at Keller 
Canyon Landfill 

12 ADC Nonres 
Green 
Material 3,557 

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at Redwood 
Landfill in Marin 

12 ADC Nonres Sludge 8,762 
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at Redwood 
Landfill in Marin 

12 ADC Nonres Sludge 8,120 SCWMA Reports actual tonnage 
ADC used at Potrero Hills 
Landfill 

11 ADC Nonres 
Green 
Material 8,533 

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at Central 
Landfill in Sonoma County 

Total ADC Diversion for 29,237 
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Ref #
Generator 

Type
Res / 

Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

I1 ADC Nonres Mixed 250               
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at Altamont 
Pass Landfill

I1 ADC Nonres Sludge 8                   
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at West Contra 
Costa Landfill

I2 ADC Nonres
Green 
Material 7                   

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at Keller 
Canyon Landfill

I2 ADC Nonres
Green 
Material 3,557            

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at Redwood 
Landfill in Marin

I2 ADC Nonres Sludge 8,762            
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at Redwood 
Landfill in Marin

I2 ADC Nonres Sludge 8,120            SCWMA Reports actual tonnage
ADC used at Potrero Hills 
Landfill

I1 ADC Nonres
Green 
Material 8,533            

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at Central 
Landfill in Sonoma County

Total ADC Diversion for 2003 29,237        

Attachment I
Sonoma County Alternative Daily Cover for 2003
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Attachment J 
Sonoma County C & D Collection Program for 2003 

Refil Generator Type Res/ Nonres 
Material 

Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC 
Data 

source 
Weight measurement 

/conversion factor Notes 

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Wood 1,708.51 
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage 

Used as mulch and 
landscape materials 

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. OCC 11.76 
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage 

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Tin 29.11 
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage 

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Metal 25.09 
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage 

Restricted Waste -
Table 2 in Section 2 

Total C & D Collection Program 1,774.47 

J2 C & D Dropoff Program 739.01 actual tonnage 

Total C & 1 Collection and Dropoff Program 2,513.48 
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Ref# Generator Type Res/ Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC
Data 

source
Weight measurement 

/conversion factor Notes

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Wood 1,708.51
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage

Used as mulch and 
landscape materials

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. OCC 11.76
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Tin 29.11
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Metal 25.09
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage

Restricted Waste - 
Table 2 in Section 2

Total C & D Collection Program 1,774.47

J2 C & D Dropoff Program 739.01 actual tonnage

Total C & D Collection and Dropoff Program 2,513.48

Attachment J     
Sonoma County C & D Collection Program for 2003
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Attachment K 
Sonoma County 2003 Disposal 

Ref# 2003 Disposed Tonnage Data Source 

K1 544,757.00 Preliminary DRS Tonnage 

K2 (20,196.35) Credit for Contaminated Soil 

K3 (1,153.17) Credit for Indian Land Waste 

523,407.48 Adjusted Disposal Tonnage 
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Ref# 2003 Disposed Tonnage Data Source

K1 544,757.00                               Preliminary DRS Tonnage

K2 (20,196.35)                                Credit for Contaminated Soil

K3 (1,153.17)                                  Credit for Indian Land Waste

523,407.48                               Adjusted Disposal Tonnage

Attachment K
Sonoma County 2003 Disposal
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G3 Scrap Metal Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 583.00 

G6 Mixed Scrap Metal Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 2.00 

G10 Non- Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 3,200.00 

G10 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 18,000 

G11 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 300.00 

Attachement J Metal County C & D Colletion Program Table 2 - Section 2 25.09 

Attachment D Scrap Metal Commercial Collection Table 2 - Section 2 1,020.83 

Attachment C Scrap Metal Dropoff Center Data for 2003 Table 2 - Section 2 10,076.48 

G100 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 1,200.00 

Sub-Total: 2003 Scrap Metal Recycling 34,407.40 

G13 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 4,300.00 

G17 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 24.00 

G18 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.60 

G19 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1.20 

G20 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 103.20 

G21 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 150.00 

G22 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 43.50 
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G3 Scrap Metal Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 583.00

G6 Mixed Scrap Metal Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 2.00

G10 Non- Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 3,200.00

G10 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 18,000

G11 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 300.00

Attachement J Metal County C & D Colletion Program Table 2 - Section 2 25.09

Attachment D Scrap Metal Commercial Collection Table 2 - Section 2 1,020.83

Attachment C Scrap Metal Dropoff Center Data for 2003 Table 2 - Section 2 10,076.48

G100 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 1,200.00

34,407.40

G13 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 4,300.00

G17 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 24.00

G18 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.60

G19 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1.20

G20 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 103.20

G21 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 150.00

G22 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 43.50

Sub-Total: 2003 Scrap Metal Recycling
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G23 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.00 

G24 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.60 

G25 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.50 

G26 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 75.00 

G27 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 105.00 

G28 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 88.50 

G29 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 414.75 

G30 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 124.50 

G31 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 8.25 

G32 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,169.25 

G33 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 9.75 

G34 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3,600.00 

G35 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 75.00 

G36 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 31.05 

G37 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 2.25 

G38 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.00 

G39 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75 
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G23 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.00

G24 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.60

G25 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.50

G26 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 75.00

G27 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 105.00

G28 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 88.50

G29 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 414.75

G30 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 124.50

G31 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 8.25

G32 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,169.25

G33 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 9.75

G34 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3,600.00

G35 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 75.00

G36 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 31.05

G37 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 2.25

G38 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.00

G39 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G40 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 32.40 

G41 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75 

G42 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 515.55 

G43 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 22.50 

G44 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75 

G45 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 4.50 

G46 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 21.00 

G47 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 6,000.00 

G48 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,110.00 

G49 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 320.25 

G50 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 16.50 

G51 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.75 

G52 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 15.08 

G53 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 63.75 

G54 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 20.10 

G55 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,015.05 

G56 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,723.50 
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G40 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 32.40

G41 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75

G42 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 515.55

G43 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 22.50

G44 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75

G45 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 4.50

G46 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 21.00

G47 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 6,000.00

G48 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,110.00

G49 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 320.25

G50 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 16.50

G51 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.75

G52 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 15.08

G53 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 63.75

G54 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 20.10

G55 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,015.05

G56 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,723.50
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G57 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 369.20 

G58 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 52.50 

G59 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 10.50 

G60 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 28.20 

G61 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 46.95 

G62 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 8.34 

G63 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 82.74 

G64 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 31.65 

G65 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 41.25 

G66 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 52.50 

G67 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 347.84 

G68 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 114.60 

G69 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 99.00 

G70 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 2.70 

G71 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.00 

G72 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 45.90 

G73 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,129.50 
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G57 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 369.20

G58 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 52.50

G59 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 10.50

G60 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 28.20

G61 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 46.95

G62 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 8.34

G63 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 82.74

G64 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 31.65

G65 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 41.25

G66 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 52.50

G67 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 347.84

G68 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 114.60

G69 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 99.00

G70 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 2.70

G71 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.00

G72 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 45.90

G73 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,129.50
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G74 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.75 

G75 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,557.60 

G76 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.00 

G77 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 32.25 

G78 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1.80 

G79 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 33.45 

G80 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 51.60 

G81 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 358.05 

G82 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.60 

G83 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 25.17 

G84 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 190.65 

G85 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 632.10 

G86 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 360.00 

G87 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 33.75 

G88 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 9.00 

G89 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.90 

G90 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.50 
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G74 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.75

G75 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,557.60

G76 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.00

G77 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 32.25

G78 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1.80

G79 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 33.45

G80 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 51.60

G81 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 358.05

G82 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.60

G83 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 25.17

G84 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 190.65

G85 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 632.10

G86 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 360.00

G87 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 33.75

G88 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 9.00

G89 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.90

G90 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.50
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G91 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 51.30 

G92 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 24.03 

G93 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 30.00 

G94 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.08 

Sub-Total: 2003 Pomace Composting 27,325.03 

G95 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 2001 32,066.00 

G15 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1999 15,000.00 

G96 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1994 49,242.00 

G97 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1996 37,197.00 

G98 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1995 22,212.00 

G99 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1994 77,821.00 

G100 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1991 38,161.00 

G101 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 2001 60,000.00 

Attachment C Dirt Dropoff Center Data for 2003 1991 2,822.73 

Attachment C Concrete/Asphalt Dropoff Center Data for 2003 1991 84.20 

Sub-Total: 2003 lnerts Recycling 334,605.93 

Total 2003 Restricted Wastes 396,338.36 
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G91 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 51.30

G92 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 24.03

G93 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 30.00

G94 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.08

27,325.03

G95 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 2001 32,066.00

G15 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1999 15,000.00

G96 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1994 49,242.00

G97 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1996 37,197.00

G98 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1995 22,212.00

G99 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1994 77,821.00

G100 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1991 38,161.00

G101 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 2001 60,000.00

Attachment C Dirt Dropoff Center Data for 2003 1991 2,822.73

Attachment C Concrete/Asphalt Dropoff Center Data for 2003 1991 84.20

334,605.93

396,338.36

Sub-Total: 2003 Pomace Composting

Sub-Total: 2003 Inerts Recycling

Total 2003 Restricted Wastes
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Base Year Modification Request Certification 
Part 1: Generation Study - No Extrapolation Diversion Data 
To request a substitution for a previously approved base year used in calculating the diversion rate for your 
jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) 
representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA staff. When all 
documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with you to prepare for your appearance 
before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 to be connected to 
your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance 
1001 I Street, (MS-25) 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board. 
❑ 1. Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting year 

generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approved base year. 
❑ 2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 

existing Board-approved base year to a new base year. 

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. If you have problems 
using these sheets, please contact your Office of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

and correct to the best of my 

Jurisdiction Name 

Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 

County 

Sonoma County 
Authorized Signature Title 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone ( ) Include Area Code 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) Title 

Affiliation: 

Mailing Address City State ZIP Code 

E-Mail Address 

1 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
Base Year Modification Request Certification
Part 1: Generation Study - No Extrapolation Diversion Data

Mail completed documents to:

     California Integrated Waste Management Board
     Office of Local Assistance
     1001 I Street, (MS-25)
     PO Box 4025
     Sacramento, CA  95812-4025

General Instructions:
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board.
       1. Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting year 
generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approved base year.
       2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 
existing Board-approved base year to a new base year.

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. If you have problems 
using these sheets, please contact your Office of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199.

     

To request a substitution for a previously approved base year used in calculating the diversion rate for your 
jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) 
representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA staff.  When all 
documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with you to prepare for your appearance 
before the Board.  If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 to be connected to 
your OLA representative.

Section l: Jurisdiction Information and Certification
All respondents must complete this section.
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of:
Jurisdiction Name County

Sonoma County Waste Management Agency Sonoma County

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone (     ) Include Area Code

Authorized Signature Title

Affiliation:

Person Completing This Form (please print or type)

Mailing Address

Title

City State ZIP Code

E-Mail Address

1
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Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4"). 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 
1. Current Board-approved existing base year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year: 

1990 2003 

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion: 

The 2003 Waste Generation Study has documented extensive diversion in County businesses , materials processors and 
agriculture. The County has instituted many waste diversion programs over the past 13 years, the results of which is 
represented in this study. 

4. Enter diversion rate information below. 
Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year a. 38 % 

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study b. 56 % 

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 9.3 

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

13.96 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 20 % generation 80 % 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 67% % generation 33% % 

Population existing generation-based study Population new generation-based study 469,460 
5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your 
current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction's demographics). 
The 1990 waste generation figure grossly underestimated the percentage of waste from the residential sector. In addition, 
the County population has grown rapidly. There has also been a large increase in the tonnages generated by the wineries 
and materials processors in the County. 

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain the 
specific reasons for the difference. (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.) 

The County has implemented extensive programs including a C and D program and financial incentives for diversion of inerts, and 
recently banned the disposal of inerts at Central landfill. The 2003 study has documented extensive business waste reduction programs 
that did not exist in 1990. The County has also implemented operational improvements at Central Landfill including the Recycletown 
Resue area, sorting of tires, metals and appliances, yard debris, wood waste and other materials at the new tipping building. The 
following programs have been implemented and recently expanded: backyard composting, residential curbside, agency grasscycling, 
school recycling, procurement and County in-house recycling, special collections, increased number of dropoff and buyback facilities. The 
County has also banned disposal of yard debris from the landfill. 

2 

a. % b. %

% % % %
Non-Residential

generation

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion.

4. Enter diversion rate information below.

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4").

38

1. Current Board-approved existing base year:

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion:

2. Proposed new generation-based study year:

Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study

1990 2003

The 2003 Waste Generation Study has documented extensive diversion in County businesses , materials processors and 
agriculture. The County has instituted many waste diversion programs over the past 13 years, the results of which is 
represented in this study.

56

The County has implemented extensive programs including a C and D program and financial incentives for diversion of inerts, and 
recently banned the disposal of inerts at Central landfill. The 2003 study has documented extensive business waste reduction programs 
that did not exist in 1990. The County has also implemented operational improvements at Central Landfill including the Recycletown 
Resue area, sorting of tires, metals and appliances, yard debris, wood waste and other materials at the new tipping building.  The 
following programs have been implemented and recently expanded: backyard composting, residential curbside, agency grasscycling, 
school recycling, procurement and County in-house recycling, special collections, increased number of dropoff and buyback facilities. The 
County has also banned disposal of yard debris from the landfill.

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain the 
specific reasons for the difference.  (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.)

current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction’s demographics).

Residential
generation 20

469,460

The 1990 waste generation figure grossly underestimated the percentage of waste from the residential sector. In addition, 
the County population has grown rapidly. There has also been a large increase in the tonnages generated by the wineries 
and materials processors in the County.

Population new generation-based study 
5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your
Population existing generation-based study

13.96

Non-Residential 
generation 80

 Residential
generation

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 9.3

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

67% 33%
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7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values): 

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains 
❑ a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal 

❑ b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit 

2 c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were 

350683 172724 523407 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

Residential Non-Residential Total 
your disposal data and complete the required tables. 

Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.) 

of hauler and self-haul tonnage. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at 

corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if 
requested. Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations). If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt,] white goods, and scrap metal, please identify those programs/waste types and fill out Section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 

*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9. 

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 
Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  
des/Reduce.htm  

Residential Source Reduction 
Activities 

Backyard composting 
3676 0.3% Food waste and green waste 

63.5 tons/month food waste and 2,913.9 tons per month 
of greenwaste at 70% participation rate 

UCCE Surveys -see attached UCCE Annual Report-See 
Attachment F-Backyard Composting 

Grasscycling 0.0% 
Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Dropoff Centers 
624 0.1% reuse of fixtures, furniture, etc. Actual tonnages 

SCWMA Reports-See Attachment C- Buyback Center 
Source Reduction 

0.0% 
0.0% 

Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 

Subtotal, Residential Source 
Reduction 4300 0.4% 
Residential Recycling Activities 

Curbside Recycling 

49010 4.1% 
Newspaper, OCC, mixed paper, office paper, tin 
cans, mixed plastic, glass, aluminum, HDPE, PETE Actual tonnages and CRV reporting system 

SCWMA reports, DOC-See Attachment A -Residential 
Curbside Recycling 

Buyback Centers 
5852 0.5% 

OCC, mixed paper, aluminum, glass, PETE, HDPE, 
Bimetal Actual tonnages, CRV Reporting System 

Petaluma Recycling Center and DOC See Attachment B-
Buyback Center Data 

Drop-off Centers 

18922 1.6% 

Newspaper, OCC, mixed paper, window panes, tin 
cans, dirt, concrete, rock, porcelain fixtures, mixed 
plastics tires, wood, glass, PETE, HDPE, Alumimum Actual weight and CRV reporting system 

Transfer station reports/Bay Area Creative Reuse 
reports, DOC reports See Attachment C- Dropoff Center 
Data 

3 

350683 172724 523407
Residential Non-Residential Total

*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9.

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

   Backyard composting
3676 0.3% Food waste and green waste

63.5 tons/month food waste and 2,913.9 tons per month 
of greenwaste at 70% participation rate

UCCE Surveys -see attached UCCE Annual Report-See 
Attachment F-Backyard Composting

   Grasscycling 0.0%

Dropoff Centers
624 0.1% reuse of fixtures, furniture, etc. Actual tonnages

SCWMA Reports-See Attachment C- Buyback Center 
Source Reduction

0.0%
0.0%

   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
Subtotal, Residential Source 
Reduction 4300 0.4%
Residential Recycling Activities

  Curbside Recycling

49010 4.1%
Newspaper, OCC, mixed paper, office paper, tin 
cans, mixed plastic, glass, aluminum, HDPE, PETE Actual tonnages and CRV reporting system

SCWMA reports, DOC-See Attachment A -Residential 
Curbside Recycling

  Buyback Centers
5852 0.5%

OCC, mixed paper, aluminum, glass, PETE, HDPE, 
Bimetal Actual tonnages, CRV Reporting System

Petaluma Recycling Center and DOC See Attachment B- 
Buyback Center Data

  Drop-off Centers

18922 1.6%

Newspaper, OCC, mixed paper, window panes, tin 
cans, dirt, concrete, rock, porcelain fixtures, mixed 
plastics tires, wood, glass, PETE, HDPE, Alumimum Actual weight and CRV reporting system

Transfer station reports/Bay Area Creative Reuse 
reports, DOC reports See Attachment C- Dropoff Center 
Data

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables.

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if 
requested.  Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations).  If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt,] white goods, and scrap metal, please identify those programs/waste types and fill out Section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 

  Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 

Residential Source Reduction 
Activities

7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values):

            a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.)
            b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage.  (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)

            c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)
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Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm 

Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Recycling 73784 6.2% 
Residential Composting Activities 

Green Waste Drop-off 29579 2.5% 
Curbside Green Waste 

52584 4.4% Greenwaste Actual tonnages 
SCWMA report-See Attachment A- Residential Curbside 
Greenwaste 

Christmas Tree Program 
Other Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Composting 

82163 6.9% 
Subtotal, Residential Diversion 

160247 13.4% 
Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities: 

Non-Residential Waste Audits• 939 0.1% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 

Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Public Agency Grasscycling 

17728 1.5% Grass 

481.18 
factor 

acres at 7.6 tons/per/acre-CIWMB conversion 
Interviews with site landscape managers, Sup of City 
Parks, Recycling Coordinator, Maintenance Supervisor 
See Attachment E- Grasscycling Data CIWMB/AGENCY 
STAFF I.D.'d ADDITIONAL 1851.41 ACRES 

Enter Program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 18667 1.6% 

4 

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Recycling 73784 6.2%
Residential Composting Activities

   Green Waste Drop-off 29579 2.5%
   Curbside Green Waste

52584 4.4% Greenwaste Actual tonnages
SCWMA report-See Attachment A- Residential Curbside 
Greenwaste

   Christmas Tree Program

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Composting

82163 6.9%
Subtotal, Residential Diversion

160247 13.4%

  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 939 0.1% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

Public Agency Grasscycling

17728 1.5% Grass

481.18 acres at 7.6 tons/per/acre-CIWMB conversion 
factor Interviews with site landscape managers, Sup of City 

Parks, Recycling Coordinator, Maintenance Supervisor 
See Attachment E- Grasscycling Data CIWMB/AGENCY 
STAFF I.D.'d ADDITIONAL 1851.41 ACRES

   Enter Program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 18667 1.6%

  Other Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

  Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately)

Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities:
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2b 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm 

Recycling 
Non-Residential Waste Audits* 356400 29.8% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9 
Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Commercial Recycling Collection 
26822 2.2% 

Paper, OCC, tins cans, glass, mixed plastic, 
aluminum, PETE, HDPE Actual weights, CRV reporting system 

SCWMA reports, DOC-See Attachment D -Commercial 
Generator Data 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential Recycling 
383222 32.0% 

Non-Residential Composting 
Activities 

Non-Residential Waste Audits* I 67056 I 5.6% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 
Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential 
Composting 67056 5.6% 

Subtotal Non-Residential Diversion 468945 39.2% 
Residential/Non- Residential 

Diversion Activities 
ADC 

29237 2.4% Wood chips, greenwaste, sludge, mixed Actual tonnages 
Marin Co. Department of Public Works, DRS, SCWMA 
reports See Attachment I -Alternative Daily Cover 

Sludge 

3858 0.3% Sludge-composted and land application Actual tonnages 
Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant Manager-See 
Attachment H - Sludge Composting and Land Application 

Scrap Metal 

8587 0.7% Non-ferrous and ferrous metals Actual Tonnages 

Business Waste Audits, North Bay Reports, C and D 
Program, County Drop-off: see Attachments C, D,and 
G(9) and Table 2 Section 2 - Scrap Metal Summary 

Construction and Demolition 
2513 0.2% Wood, OCC, tin Actual Tonnages 

North Bay Facility Reports See Attachment J- C&D 
Collection Program 

Landfill Salvage 

Subtotal Residential/ 
Non-Residential Diversion 44195 3.7% 

Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 
Tons 22967 1.9% 

Total Diversion Tons 673387 56.3% 

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 523407 43.7% 

5 

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

Recycling
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 356400 29.8% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

Commercial Recycling Collection
26822 2.2%

Paper, OCC, tins cans, glass, mixed plastic, 
aluminum, PETE, HDPE Actual weights, CRV reporting system

SCWMA reports, DOC-See Attachment D -Commercial 
Generator Data

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal  Non-Residential Recycling

383222 32.0%
Non-Residential Composting 
Activities
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 67056 5.6% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name

Subtotal  Non-Residential 
Composting 67056 5.6%

Subtotal  Non-Residential Diversion 468945 39.2%
  Residential/Non- Residential 
Diversion Activities
   ADC

29237 2.4% Wood chips, greenwaste, sludge, mixed Actual tonnages
Marin Co. Department of Public Works, DRS, SCWMA 
reports See Attachment I -Alternative Daily Cover

   Sludge

3858 0.3% Sludge-composted and land application Actual tonnages
Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant Manager-See 
Attachment H - Sludge Composting and Land Application

   Scrap Metal

8587 0.7% Non-ferrous and ferrous metals Actual Tonnages

Business Waste Audits, North Bay Reports, C and D 
Program, County Drop-off: see Attachments C, D,and 
G(9) and Table 2 Section 2 - Scrap Metal Summary

  Construction and Demolition
2513 0.2% Wood, OCC, tin Actual Tonnages

North Bay Facility Reports See Attachment J- C&D 
Collection Program

   Landfill Salvage
Subtotal Residential/
Non-Residential Diversion 44195 3.7%
Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 

Tons 22967 1.9%

Total Diversion Tons 673387 56.3%

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 523407 43.7%

  Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2b 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm  

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 1196794 

Diversion Rate 56% 

6 

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 1196794

Diversion Rate 56%
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gential Sector Waste Audits--Top 10 Non-Residential Generators Agenda Item 3 
Attachment 2b 

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based on 
total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets. 
(Table will perform all addition calculations). 

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator 

Audit 
Reference 

Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities Include 
Material Type 

(e.g., paper recycling, grasscycling). 
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons 

Recycling 
Tons 

Composting 
Tons 

Total Diversion 
Tons 

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8) 

Survey Method 
Phone (P) 
Mail (M) 
On-site (0) 
Other 

Inerts processor G99 Concrete and Asphalt processing 77821 77821 6.5% Interview 
Inerts processor G101 Concrete and Asphalt processing 60000 60000 5.0% Interview 
Inerts processor G96 Concrete and Asphalt processing 49242 49242 4.1% Interview 
Inerts processor G100 Concrete and Asphalt processing 38161 38161 3.2% Interview 
Inerts processor G97 Concrete and Asphalt processing 37197 37197 3.1% Interview 
Inerts processor G95 Concrete and Asphalt processing 32066 32066 2.7% Interview 
Compost processor G14 Composting-horse manure 22400 22400 1.9% Interview 
Inerts processor G98 Concrete and Asphalt processing 22212 22212 1.9% Interview 
Compost processor G13 Composting-dairy manure 7814 7814 0.7% Interview 
Winery G47 Pomace composting 6000 6000 0.5% Mail Survey 

Totals 316699 36214 352913 29.5% 

Also provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) 
diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey 
form(s)used. 
Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

G99- Actual tonnages provided by quarry engineer 
G-101- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts 
G-96- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts 
G100- Actual weight provided by operations personnel 
G97- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts 
G95- Measured in debris box and truckload quantities @1,855 Ibs/cy 
G14- 32,000 cy/year @1,400 Ibs/cy 
G98- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts 
G13- Actual tonnage provided by business representative 
G47- 40,000 tons crushed -15% of total crush is 6,000 tons 

7 

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator

Audit 
Reference 
Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities Include 
Material Type

(e.g., paper recycling, grasscycling).
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons

Recycling 
Tons

Composting 
Tons

Total Diversion 
Tons

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8)

Survey Method
Phone (P)
Mail (M)
On-site (O)
Other ___

Inerts processor G99 Concrete and Asphalt processing 77821 77821 6.5% Interview
Inerts processor G101 Concrete and Asphalt processing 60000 60000 5.0% Interview
Inerts processor G96 Concrete and Asphalt processing 49242 49242 4.1% Interview
Inerts processor G100 Concrete and Asphalt processing 38161 38161 3.2% Interview
Inerts processor G97 Concrete and Asphalt processing 37197 37197 3.1% Interview
Inerts processor G95 Concrete and Asphalt processing 32066 32066 2.7% Interview
Compost processor G14 Composting-horse manure 22400 22400 1.9% Interview
Inerts processor G98 Concrete and Asphalt processing 22212 22212 1.9% Interview
Compost processor G13 Composting-dairy manure 7814 7814 0.7% Interview
Winery G47 Pomace composting 6000 6000 0.5% Mail Survey

316699 36214 352913 29.5%Totals

Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits--Top 10 Non-Residential Generators

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based on 
total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets.
(Table will perform all addition calculations).

Also provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) 
diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey 
form(s) used.

G99- Actual tonnages provided by quarry engineer
G-101- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts
G-96- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts
G100- Actual weight provided by operations personnel
G97- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts
G95- Measured in debris box and truckload quantities @1,855 lbs/cy
G14- 32,000 cy/year @1,400 lbs/cy
G98- Weighed tonnage from scale receipts
G13- Actual tonnage provided by business representative
G47- 40,000 tons crushed -15% of total crush is 6,000 tons
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2b 

10. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals 
and white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information: 
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table. 
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., Diversion conducted by city 
public waste dept.". 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

See Attached Restricted Waste Spreadsheet 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the 
not been approved by the Board - on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 10b", provide 
indicates: 
■ How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which 
diversion (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]). 
■ That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less 
of that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year 
criterion is applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 
documentation. 
■ That the jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion 
reduction and recycling element. 
Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the 
provide an attachment 10b for that waste type and program. 
Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. 
If documentation is not available, go to 10d. 
c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested 
not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed: 

program and waste type has 
the documentation that 

specifically resulted in the 

than or equal to the amount 
before 1990. dote: this 

[c] [2]). Please include 

programs in its source 

Board, you do not have to 

(Date) 

in 10b is available (but 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting 
Year Diversion Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation. 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage 

1990 
Diversion 
Tonnage 

Difference 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

8 

Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. (Date)

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation.

New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage

1990 
Diversion 
Tonnage

Difference

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting 
Year Diversion Tonnage

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the program and waste type has 
not been approved by the Board - on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 10b", provide the documentation that 
indicates:

pull down for waste types

        How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically resulted in the 
diversion (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]).

pull down for waste types

Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, you do not have to 
provide an attachment 10b for that waste type and program.  

If documentation is not available, go to 10d.
c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is available (but 
not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed:

         That the jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs in its source 
reduction and recycling element.

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

10. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals 
and white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information:
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table.
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "Diversion conducted by city 
public waste dept.".

TonnageYear StartedSpecific Program NameRestricted Waste Type

pull down for waste types

Specific Program Name

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type

See Attached Restricted Waste Spreadsheetpull down for waste types

         That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than or equal to the amount 
of that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. (Note: this 
criterion is applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [2]). Please include 
documentation.

pull down for waste types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste TypesPull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types
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Table 1 

Preliminary Results for 2003 SCWMA Base Year Study 

Diversion Categories 
Preliminary Tons of 

Documented 
Diversion 

Changes resulting 
from CIWMB 
verification/site visit 

Revised Tons 

rasscycling 

)sidential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste (Franchisees) 

iyback Centers 

bp-Off Centers 

)mmercial Recycling Programs 

ickyard Composting 

isiness Audits - Source Reduction 

isiness Audits - Recycling 

isiness Audits - Composting 

udge Composting and Land Application 

)C 

& D Collection and Dropoff Programs 

:rap Metal (Adjusted) 

101,594.35 

5,851.84 

49,124.49 

26,821.76 

17,727.69 

3,676.00 

939.1 

340,412.07 

66,406.74 

3,708.00 

29,236.73 

2,513.5 

8,587.1 

101594.35 

5851.84 

49124.49 

26821.76 

Added 14070.69 17728.00 

3676.00 

939.10 

Added 15988 356400.07 

Added 649 67055.74 

Added 150 3858.00 

29236.73 

2513.50 

8587.10 

ubtotal - Preliminary 2003 Diversion 656,599.30 673386.68 

tal Disposal 

edit for Contaminated Soil Disposed at Central Landfill 

edit for Indian Lands Waste 

544,757.00 

(20,196.35) 

(1,153.17) 

544757.00 

-20196.35 

-1153.17 

ijusted 2003 Disposal Tonnage 

tal Generation 

eliminary 2003 Diversion Rate 

523,407.48 

1,180,006.8 

55.6% 

523407.48 

1196794.16 

1 

Diversion Categories
Preliminary Tons of 

Documented 
Diversion

Changes resulting 
from CIWMB 
verification/site visit

Revised Tons

Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste (Franchisees)                101,594.35 101594.35

Buyback Centers                    5,851.84 5851.84

Drop-Off Centers                  49,124.49 49124.49

Commercial Recycling Programs                  26,821.76 26821.76

Grasscycling                  17,727.69 Added 14070.69 17728.00

Backyard  Composting                    3,676.00 3676.00

Business Audits - Source Reduction                         939.1 939.10

Business Audits - Recycling                340,412.07 Added 15988 356400.07

Business Audits - Composting                  66,406.74 Added 649 67055.74

Sludge Composting and Land Application                    3,708.00 Added 150 3858.00

ADC                  29,236.73 29236.73

C & D Collection and Dropoff Programs                      2,513.5 2513.50

Scrap Metal (Adjusted)                      8,587.1 8587.10

Subtotal - Preliminary 2003 Diversion                656,599.30 673386.68
Total Disposal                544,757.00 544757.00

Credit for Contaminated Soil Disposed at Central Landfill                (20,196.35) -20196.35

Credit for Indian Lands Waste                  (1,153.17) -1153.17

Adjusted 2003 Disposal Tonnage                523,407.48 523407.48
Total Generation               1,180,006.8 1196794.16

Preliminary 2003 Diversion Rate 55.6%

Table 1
Preliminary Results for 2003 SCWMA Base Year Study
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Table 1 
REFER TO TABLE IN EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Preliminary Tons of 
Diversion Categories Documented Diversion Notes 

Residential Curbside Recycling 
and Greenwaste (Franchisees) 

101,594.35 Attachment A - Reported by SCWMA and DOC 

Buyback Centers 5,851.84 Attachment B - R3 Survey and DOC Report 

Drop-Off Centers 49,124.49 Attachment C - Reported by SCWMA 

Commercial Recycling Programs 26,821.76 Attachment D - Reported by SCWMA and DOC 

Grasscycling 17,727.69 17,728 tons Attachment E - R3 Surveys 

Backyard Composting 3,676.00 Attachment F - UC Extension Annual Report 

Business Audits - Source 939.1 Attachment G - R3 surveys 
Reduction 

Business Audits - Recycling 3110412.07 356,400 tons--Attachment G - R3 surveys 

Business Audits - Composting 66,406.74 67,056 tons--Attachment G - R3 surveys 

Sludge Composting and Land 3,708.00 3,858 tons--Attachment H - R3 Surveys 
Application 

ADC 29,236.73 Attachment I - SCWMA Report and Preliminary 
DRS Data 

C & D Collection and Dropoff 2,513.5 Attachment J - SCWMA Report and Preliminary 
Programs DRS Data 

Scrap Metal (Adjusted) 8,587.1 Section 2 -  Table 2 

2003 Documented Diversion 656,599.30 
Tonnage 

Gross Disposal Tonnage 544,757.00 Attachment K - Preliminary DRS Report from 
CIWMB 

Credit for Contaminated Soil (20,196.35) Attachment K - Reported by SCWMA 
Disposed at Central Landfill 

Credit for Indian Lands Waste (1,153.17) Attachment K - Reported by SCWMA 

2003 Adjusted Disposal 523,407.48 
Tonnage 

1 

Total Generation 1,180,006.8 

2003 Preliminary Diversion 
Rate 

55.6% 

2 

Diversion Categories
Preliminary Tons of 

Documented Diversion Notes

Residential Curbside Recycling 
and Greenwaste (Franchisees)

                        101,594.35 Attachment A  -  Reported by SCWMA and DOC

Buyback Centers                             5,851.84 Attachment B  -  R3 Survey and DOC Report

Drop-Off Centers                           49,124.49 Attachment C - Reported by SCWMA

Commercial Recycling Programs                           26,821.76 Attachment D  -  Reported by SCWMA and DOC

Grasscycling                           17,727.69 17,728 tons-----Attachment E  -  R3 Surveys

Backyard  Composting                             3,676.00 Attachment F  -  UC Extension Annual Report

Business Audits - Source 
Reduction

                                 939.1 Attachment G  -  R3 surveys

Business Audits - Recycling                         340,412.07 356,400 tons--Attachment G  -  R3 surveys

Business Audits - Composting                           66,406.74 67,056 tons--Attachment G  -  R3 surveys

Sludge Composting and Land 
Application

                            3,708.00 3,858 tons--Attachment H  -  R3 Surveys

ADC                           29,236.73 Attachment I  -  SCWMA Report and Preliminary 
DRS Data

C & D Collection and Dropoff 
Programs

                              2,513.5 Attachment J  -  SCWMA Report and Preliminary 
DRS Data

Scrap Metal (Adjusted)                               8,587.1 Section 2 - Table 2

2003 Documented Diversion 
Tonnage

                        656,599.30 

Gross Disposal Tonnage                         544,757.00 Attachment K - Preliminary DRS Report from 
CIWMB

Credit for Contaminated Soil 
Disposed at Central Landfill

                         (20,196.35) Attachment K - Reported by SCWMA

Credit for Indian Lands Waste                            (1,153.17) Attachment K - Reported by SCWMA

2003 Adjusted Disposal 
Tonnage

                        523,407.48 

Total Generation                        1,180,006.8 

2003 Preliminary Diversion 
Rate 55.6%

Table 1
REFER TO TABLE IN EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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Table 2 
Sonoma County Scrap Metal Summary 

6.' Pre-1990 Program 
1990 Tons (as Tons (identified in 

adjusted in 1994) current study) 

Post 1990 Program 
Tons (identified in 

current study) Notes 

1990 Tons 26,089.00 
See attached letter 

dated 12/06/94 
County Drop-off and 
Floor Sort 10,345.13 Ref C-1 

Metal Recycler 3,200.00 Ref G-10 

Metal Recycler 18,000.00 Ref G-10 

Commercial Program hi  1,020.83 Ref D-1 

Technology Company 583.00 Ref G-3 

Technology Company 2.00 Ref G-6 

Recycling Company 300.00 Ref G-11 

Inerts Processor 1,200.00 Ref G-100 

C&D Program 25.09 Ref J-1 

Totals 

Total Identified 2003 
Scrap Metal Diversion 

26,089.00 31,545.13 3,130.92 

34,676.05 

Net 1990 Diversion (26,089.00) 

Total 2003 Scrap 
Metal Diversion 
Credit 8,587.05 

3 

1990 Tons (as 
adjusted in 1994)

Pre-1990 Program 
Tons (identified in 

current study)

Post 1990 Program 
Tons (identified in 

current study) Notes

1990 Tons 26,089.00             
See attached letter 

dated 12/06/94
County Drop-off and 
Floor Sort 10,345.13                     Ref C-1

Metal Recycler 3,200.00                       Ref G-10

Metal Recycler 18,000.00                     Ref G-10

Commercial Program 1,020.83                     Ref D-1

Technology Company 583.00                        Ref G-3

Technology Company 2.00                            Ref G-6

Recycling Company 300.00                        Ref G-11

Inerts Processor 1,200.00                     Ref G-100

C&D Program 25.09                          Ref J-1

Totals 26,089.00             31,545.13                     3,130.92                     

Total Identified 2003 
Scrap Metal Diversion 34,676.05                   

Net 1990 Diversion (26,089.00)                  

Total 2003 Scrap 
Metal Diversion 
Credit 8,587.05                     

Sonoma County Scrap Metal Summary
Table 2
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Table 3 
2003 Pomace Tonnage Summary 

Total Pomace Recycling 
Identified in 2003 27,325.03 

Ag crop residue diverted 
in 1990 per County-wide 
Waste Generation Study (907.00) 

Total 2003 Pomace 
Diversion Credit 26,418.03 

4 

Total Pomace Recycling 
Identified in 2003 27,325.03              

Ag crop residue diverted 
in 1990 per County-wide 
Waste Generation Study (907.00)                  

Total 2003 Pomace 
Diversion Credit 26,418.03              

Table 3
2003 Pomace Tonnage Summary
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Attachment A 
Sonoma County Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

Al Residential Curbside Res Newspaper 9,528.00 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res OCC 8,090.89 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res Mixed paper 13,708.08 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res Office paper 3,831.00 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res Tin Cans 1,055.98 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res Mixed Plastic 517.09 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

Al Residential Curbside Res Greenwaste 52,584.26 SCWMA reports actual tonnage 

A2 Residential Curbside Res Glass 10,946.15 DOC CRV reporting system 

A2 Residential Curbside Res Aluminum 136.65 DOC CRV reporting system 

A2 Residential Curbside Res HDPE 418.40 DOC CRV reporting system 

A2 Residential Curbside Res PETE 777.85 DOC CRV reporting system 

Totals 49,010.09 52,584.26 

Total 2003 Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste Diversion 101,594.35 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

A1 Residential Curbside Res Newspaper 9,528.00          SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res OCC 8,090.89          SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res Mixed paper 13,708.08        SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res Office paper 3,831.00          SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res Tin Cans 1,055.98          SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res Mixed Plastic 517.09             SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A1 Residential Curbside Res Greenwaste 52,584.26    SCWMA reports actual tonnage

A2 Residential Curbside Res Glass 10,946.15        DOC CRV reporting system

A2 Residential Curbside Res Aluminum 136.65             DOC CRV reporting system

A2 Residential Curbside Res HDPE 418.40             DOC CRV reporting system 

A2 Residential Curbside Res PETE 777.85             DOC CRV reporting system 

Totals 49,010.09     52,584.26 

Total 2003 Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste Diversion 101,594.35

Attachment A
Sonoma County Residential Curbside Recycling and Greenwaste Data for 2003
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Attachment B 
Sonoma County Buyback Center Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres 
Material 

Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement 

conversion factor 
/ 

Notes 

B1 Buyback Center Res OCC 430.00 Waste audit Actual tonnage 

B1 Buyback Center Res Mixed Paper 301.00 Waste audit Actual tonnage 

B2 Buyback Center Res Aluminum 1,096.74 DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res Glass 3,607.20 DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res PETE 375.98 DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res HDPE 40.83 DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res Bimetal 0.09 DOC CRV reporting system 

Total 2003 Buyback Center Diversion 5,851.84 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

B1 Buyback Center Res OCC 430.00      Waste audit Actual tonnage

B1 Buyback Center Res Mixed Paper 301.00      Waste audit Actual tonnage

B2 Buyback Center Res Aluminum 1,096.74   DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res Glass 3,607.20   DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res PETE 375.98      DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res HDPE 40.83       DOC CRV reporting system 

B2 Buyback Center Res Bimetal 0.09         DOC CRV reporting system 

Total 2003 Buyback Center Diversion 5,851.84

Attachment B
Sonoma County Buyback Center Data for 2003
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Attachment C 
Sonoma County Dropoff Center Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Newspaper 703.09 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res OCC 1,074.56 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Mixed Paper 177.47 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Window panes 45.99 SCWMA report Actual weight 
See Table 2 in 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Scrap metal 10,345.13 SCWMA report Actual weight Section 2 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Tin Cans 573.78 SCWMA report Actual weight 
Restricted waste - 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Dirt 2,822.73 SCWMA report Actual weight Table 10 Section 3 
Restricted waste - 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Concrete 84.20 SCWMA report Actual weight Table 10 Section 3 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Rock 156.63 SCWMA report Actual weight 
Included in 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res C&D 
Porcelain 

739.01 SCWMA report Actual weight Attachment J 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Fixtures 76.22 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Mixed plastics 
CCU - 

92.37 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res 
(Commingled 
Recyclables) 43.87 

See attached letter 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Tires 107.09 SCWMA report Actual weight 
from North Bay 
Corp. 
Wood chipped for 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Wood 11,496.84 SCWMA report Actual weight path mulch. 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Wood 1,348.93 SCWMA report Actual weight 

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Green Waste 29,578.65 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res Glass 103.22 DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res PETE 9.22 DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res HDPE 5.67 DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res Aluminum 0.21 DOC CRV reporting system 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Newspaper 703.09        SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res OCC 1,074.56     SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Mixed Paper 177.47        SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Window panes 45.99          SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Scrap metal 10,345.13   SCWMA report Actual weight
See Table 2 in 
Section 2

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Tin Cans 573.78        SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Dirt 2,822.73     SCWMA report Actual weight
Restricted waste - 
Table 10 Section 3

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Concrete 84.20          SCWMA report Actual weight
Restricted waste - 
Table 10 Section 3

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Rock 156.63        SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res C&D 739.01        SCWMA report Actual weight
Included in 
Attachment J

C1 Dropoff Centers Res
Porcelain 
Fixtures 76.22          SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Mixed plastics 92.37          SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res

CCU - 
(Commingled 
Recyclables) 43.87          

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Tires 107.09        SCWMA report Actual weight

See attached letter 
from North Bay 
Corp.

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Wood 11,496.84   SCWMA report Actual weight
Wood chipped for 
path mulch.

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Wood 1,348.93      SCWMA report Actual weight

C1 Dropoff Centers Res Green Waste 29,578.65     

C2 Dropoff Centers Res Glass 103.22        DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res PETE 9.22            DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res HDPE 5.67            DOC CRV reporting system 

C2 Dropoff Centers Res Aluminum 0.21            DOC CRV reporting system 

Attachment C
Sonoma County Dropoff Center Data for 2003
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Attachment C 
Sonoma County Dropoff Center Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

C3 Dropoff Centers Res Reuse 552.28 SCWMA report Actual weight 

See attached 
records from Central 
LF, Healdsburg TS 
and Sonoma TS 

C4 Dropoff Centers Res Reuse 71.47 BARC Annual Report 
See attached 
records from BACR 

Totals 623.75 28,657.30 29,578.65 1,348.93 

Sub-total 2003 Dropoff Center Diversion 60,208.63 

Scrap Metal (10,345.13) 
See Table 2 in 
Section 2 

Source Reduction / Reuse (623.75) 

Construction & Demolition (739.01) 
Included in 
Attachment J 

Composting 

2003 Dropoff Center Recycling 

2003 Dropoff Center Source Reduction / 

2003 Dropoff Center Composting 

Reuse 

1 1 

(29,578.65) 

18,922.09 

623.75 

29,578.65 

As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form. 

As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form. 
As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form. 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment C
Sonoma County Dropoff Center Data for 2003

C3 Dropoff Centers Res Reuse 552.28      SCWMA report Actual weight

See attached 
records from Central 
LF, Healdsburg TS 
and Sonoma TS

C4 Dropoff Centers Res Reuse 71.47        BARC Annual Report
See attached 
records from BACR

Totals 623.75     28,657.30  29,578.65    1,348.93     

Sub-total 2003 Dropoff Center Diversion 60,208.63    

Scrap Metal (10,345.13)  
See Table 2 in 
Section 2

Source Reduction / Reuse (623.75)       

Construction & Demolition (739.01)       
Included in 
Attachment J

Composting (29,578.65)  

2003 Dropoff Center Recycling 18,922.09    
As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form.

2003 Dropoff Center Source Reduction / Reuse 623.75         
As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form.

2003 Dropoff Center Composting 29,578.65    
As reported on 
CIWMB NBY form.

8

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 3
Attachment 2b



Board Meeting Agenda Item 3 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2b 

Attachment D 
Sonoma County Commercial Generator Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Newspaper 1,367.92 SCWMA report actual weight 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres OCC 17,521.78 SCWMA report actual weight 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Mixed paper 5,122.96 SCWMA report actual weight 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Office paper 1,143.47 SCWMA report actual weight 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Scrap metal 1,020.83 SCWMA report actual weight 
See Table 2 
Section 2 

in 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Tin cans 475.12 SCWMA report actual weight 

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Mixed plastics 148.11 SCWMA report actual weight 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres Aluminum 32.19 DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres Glass 917.70 DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres PETE 59.93 DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres HDPE 32.58 DOC CRV reporting system 

Total 2003 Commercial Generator Diversion 

Scrap Metal Deduction 

Adjusted 2003 Commercial Generator Diversion 

1,020.83 
See Table 2 
Section 2 

in 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Newspaper 1,367.92     SCWMA report actual weight

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres OCC 17,521.78   SCWMA report actual weight

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Mixed paper 5,122.96     SCWMA report actual weight

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Office paper 1,143.47     SCWMA report actual weight

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Scrap metal 1,020.83     SCWMA report actual weight
See Table 2 in 
Section 2

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Tin cans 475.12        SCWMA report actual weight

D1 Commercial Collection Nonres Mixed plastics 148.11        SCWMA report actual weight

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres Aluminum 32.19          DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres Glass 917.70        DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres PETE 59.93          DOC CRV reporting system 

D2 Commercial Collection Nonres HDPE 32.58          DOC CRV reporting system 

Total 2003 Commercial Generator Diversion 27,842.59   

Scrap Metal Deduction (1,020.83)   
See Table 2 in 
Section 2

Adjusted 2003 Commercial Generator Diversion 26,821.76   

Attachment D
Sonoma County Commercial Generator Data for 2003
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Attachment E 
Sonoma County Public Agency Grasscycling Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres 
Material 

Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

El Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 988.00 
interview with on-site 
landscape manager 

130 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

E2 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 2,090.00 

interview with 
Superintendent of 
City parks 

275 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

E3 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 366.17 
interview with 
recycling coordinator 

48.18 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

E4 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 91.20 

interview with 
maintenance 
supervisor 

12 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

E5 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 121.60 
interview with District 
Business Manager 

16 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

Total 2003 Public Agency Grasscycling Diversion 

Nonres Grass 14,070.72 

69 

Additional tons 
identified during 
CIWMB staff site 
visit 

1851.41 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

E1 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 988.00       
interview with on-site 
landscape manager

130 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

E2 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 2,090.00    

interview with 
Superintendent of 
City parks

275 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

E3 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 366.17       
interview with 
recycling coordinator

48.18 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

E4 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 91.20         

interview with 
maintenance 
supervisor

12 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

E5 Public Agency Grasscycling Nonres Grass 121.60       
interview with District 
Business Manager

16 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

Nonres Grass 14,070.72   

Additional tons 
identified during 
CIWMB staff site 
visit

1851.41 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

Total 2003 Public Agency Grasscycling Diversion 17,727.69  

Attachment E
Sonoma County Public Agency Grasscycling Data for 2003
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Attachment F 
Sonoma County Residential Backyard Composting Data for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres 
Material 

Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC 
Data 

source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

F1 Residential Backyard Compost Res Food 762.10 
UCCE 
surveys- 

63.5 tons per month of 
food waste @ 70% 
participation rate 

see attached 
UCCE annual 
report) 

F1 Residential Backyard Compost Res Green Waste 2,913.90 
UCCE 
surveys- 

2,913.9 tons per month 
of green waste @ 70% 
participation rate 

see attached 
UCCE annual 
report) 

Total 2003 Residential Backyard Compost Diversion 3,676.00 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC
Data 

source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

F1 Residential Backyard Compost Res Food 762.10      
UCCE 
surveys- 

63.5 tons per month of 
food waste @ 70% 
participation rate

see attached 
UCCE annual 
report)

F1 Residential Backyard Compost Res Green Waste 2,913.90   
UCCE 
surveys- 

2,913.9 tons per month 
of green waste @ 70% 
participation rate

see attached 
UCCE annual 
report)

Total 2003 Residential Backyard Compost Diversion 3,676.00 

Attachment F
Sonoma County Residential Backyard Composting Data for 2003
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Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9) 
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

G1 Building material reuse Nonres lumber 25.00 
interview w/ 
Operations Director actual tonnage 

G1 Building material reuse Nonres doors, hardware 10.00 
interview w/ 
Operations Director actual tonnage 

G2 Pallet Recycler Nonres Pallets 1,145.00 
interview w/ 
company owner 

57,261 pallets recycled 
in 2003 at 40 lbs/each 

G3 Technology Company Nonres Computers 10.00 
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage 

Computers donated 
to schools 

G3 Technology Company Nonres Paper 66.00 
interview with 
Facilities Manager 

actual tonnage from 
document recycler 

G3 Technology Company Nonres Plastic Packaging 21.00 
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage 

G3 Technology Company Nonres Scrap Metal 583.00 
interview with 
Facilities Manager 

actual tonnage from 
recycler 

See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G3 Technology Company Nonres Donated Furniture 168.00 
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage 

furniture dontated to 
schools, nonprofits, 
etc. 

G4 Gardening Service Nonres Grasscycling 125.00 
interview with Chief 
Operation Officer 

16.5 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

G4 Gardening Service Nonres Yard Clippings 79.00 
interview with Chief 
Operation Officer 300 C.Y. @ 527 lbs/C.Y. 

G5 Gardening Service Nonres Grasscycling 380.00 
interview w/ 
company owner 

50 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year 

G6 Technology Company Nonres OCC 35.00 

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage 

G6 Technology Company Nonres Computers 3.00 

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage 

Computers donated 
to schools 

G6 Technology Company Nonres Mixed paper 28.00 

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage 

G6 Technology Company Nonres Scrap Metal 2.00 

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage 

See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G7 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 420.42 

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage 

12 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G7 Grocery store Nonres OCC 3,405.40 

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage 

12 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G7 Grocery store Nonres Plasfics 105.11 

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage 

12 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G7 Grocery store Nonres Produce 1,865.82 

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage 

12 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G8 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 27.20 

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage 

8 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G8 Grocery store Nonres OCC 1,064.00 

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage 

8 stores in Sonoma 
County 

12 

Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

G1 Building material reuse Nonres lumber 25.00           
interview w/ 
Operations Director actual tonnage

G1 Building material reuse Nonres doors, hardware 10.00           
interview w/ 
Operations Director actual tonnage

G2 Pallet Recycler Nonres Pallets 1,145.00          
interview w/ 
company owner

57,261 pallets recycled 
in 2003 at 40 lbs/each

G3 Technology Company Nonres Computers 10.00           
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage

Computers donated 
to schools

G3 Technology Company Nonres Paper 66.00               
interview with 
Facilities Manager

actual tonnage from 
document recycler

G3 Technology Company Nonres Plastic Packaging 21.00               
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage

G3 Technology Company Nonres Scrap Metal 583.00             
interview with 
Facilities Manager

actual tonnage from 
recycler

See Table 2 - Section 
2

G3 Technology Company Nonres Donated Furniture 168.00         
interview with 
Facilities Manager actual tonnage

furniture dontated to 
schools, nonprofits, 
etc.

G4 Gardening Service Nonres Grasscycling 125.00         
interview with Chief 
Operation Officer

16.5 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

G4 Gardening Service Nonres Yard Clippings 79.00              
interview with Chief 
Operation Officer 300 C.Y. @ 527 lbs/C.Y.

G5 Gardening Service Nonres Grasscycling 380.00         
interview w/ 
company owner

50 acres @ 7.6 
tons/acre/year

G6 Technology Company Nonres OCC 35.00               

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage

G6 Technology Company Nonres Computers 3.00             

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage

Computers donated 
to schools

G6 Technology Company Nonres Mixed paper 28.00               

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage

G6 Technology Company Nonres Scrap Metal 2.00                 

interview with 
Environmental 
Manager actual tonnage

See Table 2 - Section 
2

G7 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 420.42             

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage

12 stores in Sonoma 
County

G7 Grocery store Nonres OCC 3,405.40          

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage

12 stores in Sonoma 
County

G7 Grocery store Nonres Plastics 105.11             

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage

12 stores in Sonoma 
County

G7 Grocery store Nonres Produce 1,865.82         

interview with 
Corporate Recycling 
Manager actual tonnage

12 stores in Sonoma 
County

G8 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 27.20               

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage

8 stores in Sonoma 
County

G8 Grocery store Nonres OCC 1,064.00          

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage

8 stores in Sonoma 
County

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003
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Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9 
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Res / source Weight measurement / 
Ref # Generator Type Nonres Material Type reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source conversion factor Notes 

G8 Grocery store Nonres Food 31.10 

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage 

8 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G8 Grocery store Nonres Plastics 13.80 

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage 

8 stores in Sonoma 
County 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Bakery Waste 4.89 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

1.63 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 44.34 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

14.78 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Paper 1.95 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

0.65 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Grease / Oil 7.83 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

2.61 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Newspaper 0.09 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

0.03 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres OCC 653.40 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

217.8 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Phonebooks 1.17 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

.39 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Produce Trim 150.78 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

50.26 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Stretch Film 12.69 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

4.23 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G9 Grocery store Nonres Wax OCC 40.26 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm 

13.42 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores 

G10 Metal Recycler Nonres Non-ferrous 3,200.00 Interview with owner actual tonnage 
See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G10 Metal Recycler Nonres Ferrous 18,000.00 Interview with owner actual tonnage 
See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G11 Recycling Company Nonres Manure 456.00 Interview with owner 
651.04 C.Y. @ 1400 
lbs/C.Y. 

G11 Recycling Company Nonres Ferrous 300.00 Interview with owner actual tonnage 
See Table 2 - Section 
2 

G12 Food Processor Nonres Food Waste 609.00 
interview with Plant 
Manager actual tonnage includes soy solids 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003

G8 Grocery store Nonres Food 31.10           

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage

8 stores in Sonoma 
County

G8 Grocery store Nonres Plastics 13.80               

interview with 
Corporate Resource 
Conservation 
Manager actual tonnage

8 stores in Sonoma 
County

G9 Grocery store Nonres Bakery Waste 4.89                

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

1.63 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Bones/Tallow 44.34               

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

14.78 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Paper 1.95                 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

0.65 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Grease / Oil 7.83                 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

2.61 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Newspaper 0.09                 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

0.03 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres OCC 653.40             

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

217.8 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Phonebooks 1.17                 

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

.39 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Produce Trim 150.78            

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

50.26 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Stretch Film 12.69               

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

4.23 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G9 Grocery store Nonres Wax OCC 40.26               

interview w/ 
Corporate Solid 
Waste Contract 
Management Firm

13.42 tons average per 
store per year x 3 
Sonoma County Stores

G10 Metal Recycler Nonres Non-ferrous 3,200.00          Interview with owner actual tonnage
See Table 2 - Section 
2

G10 Metal Recycler Nonres Ferrous 18,000.00        Interview with owner actual tonnage
See Table 2 - Section 
2

G11 Recycling Company Nonres Manure 456.00            Interview with owner
651.04 C.Y. @ 1400 
lbs/C.Y.

G11 Recycling Company Nonres Ferrous 300.00             Interview with owner actual tonnage
See Table 2 - Section 
2

G12 Food Processor Nonres Food Waste 609.00             
interview with Plant 
Manager actual tonnage includes soy solids
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Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Res / source Weight measurement / 

Ref # Generator Type Nonres Material Type reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
interview with Plant 

conversion factor 
173,000 gallons of soy 

Notes 

G12 Food Processor Nonres Food Waste 735.25 Manager 
interview with 

whey @ 8.5 lbs/gallon 
9.600 C.V. @ 1,628 

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Dairy Manure 
Horse Manure and 

7,814.40 Company Owner 
interview with 

lbs/C.Y. 
1,800 C.V. @ 1,252 

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Bedding 1,126.80 Company Owner 
interview with 

lbs/C.Y. 

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Grape Pomace 4,300.00 Company Owner 
interview with 

actual tonnage 
600 C.V. @ 1,443 

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Food Waste 432.90 Company Owner 
interview with 

lbs/C.Y. 
1000 C.V. @ 440 

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Fir Shavings 220.00 Company Owner 
interview with Plant 

lbs/C.Y. 
32,000 C.V. @ 1,400 

G14 Compost Processor Nonres Horse Manure 22,400.00 Manager 
interview with Plant 

lbs/C.Y. 
29,331 C.V. @ 108 

G14 Compost Processor Nonres Plant trimmings 1,584.00 Manager 
interview with 

lbs/C.Y. 
Restricted waste - 

G15 Compost Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 15,000.00 Company Owner 
interview with 

actual tonnage 
20,000 C.V. @ 375 

see attachment 

G15 Compost Processor Nonres Sawdust 3,750.00 Company Owner 
Recycling 

lbs/C.Y. 
120 C.V. @ 1.252 

G16 Regional Park Agency Nonres Manure 75.12 Coordinator 
SCWMA Mail 

lbs/C.Y. 
15% of 160 ton grape Based on CIWMB 

G17 Winery Nonres Pomace 24.00 Survey harvest in 2003 
15% of 3.9 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G18 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.60 SCWMA Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 8 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G19 Winery Nonres Pomace 1.20 Survey harvest in 2003 
15% of 688 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G20 Winery Nonres Pomace 103.20 SCWMA Survey harvest in 2003 
15% of 1,000 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G21 Winery Nonres Pomace 150.00 SCWMA Survey harvest in 2003 
15% of 290 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G22 Winery Nonres Pomace 43.50 SCWMA Survey harvest in 2003 
15% of 400 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G23 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.00 SCWMA Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 82 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G24 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.60 Survey harvest in 2003 
15% of 50 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G25 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.50 SCWMA Survey harvest in 2003 
15% of 500 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G26 Winery Nonres Pomace 75.00 SCWMA Survey harvest in 2003 
15% of 700 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G27 Winery Nonres Pomace 105.00 SCWMA Survey harvest in 2003 
15% of 590.3 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G28 Winery Nonres Pomace 88.50 SCWMA Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 2,765 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G29 Winery Nonres Pomace 414.75 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 830 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G30 Winery Nonres Pomace 124.50 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 55 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G31 Winery Nonres Pomace 8.25 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 7,795 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G32 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,169.25 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 65 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G33 Winery Nonres Pomace 9.75 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 24,000 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G34 Winery Nonres Pomace 3,600.00 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 500 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G35 Winery Nonres Pomace 75.00 Survey harvest in 2003 conversion factor 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003

G12 Food Processor Nonres Food Waste 735.25             
interview with Plant 
Manager

173,000 gallons of soy 
whey @ 8.5 lbs/gallon

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Dairy Manure 7,814.40         
interview with 
Company Owner

9.600 C.Y. @ 1,628 
lbs/C.Y.

G13 Compost Processor Nonres
Horse Manure and 
Bedding 1,126.80         

interview with 
Company Owner

1,800 C.Y. @ 1,252 
lbs/C.Y.

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Grape Pomace 4,300.00         
interview with 
Company Owner actual tonnage

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Food Waste 432.90            
interview with 
Company Owner

600 C.Y. @ 1,443 
lbs/C.Y.

G13 Compost Processor Nonres Fir Shavings 220.00            
interview with 
Company Owner

1000 C.Y. @ 440 
lbs/C.Y.

G14 Compost Processor Nonres Horse Manure 22,400.00       
interview with Plant 
Manager

32,000 C.Y. @ 1,400 
lbs/C.Y.

G14 Compost Processor Nonres Plant trimmings 1,584.00         
interview with Plant 
Manager

29,331 C.Y. @ 108 
lbs/C.Y.

G15 Compost Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 15,000.00        
interview with 
Company Owner actual tonnage

Restricted waste - 
see attachment

G15 Compost Processor Nonres Sawdust 3,750.00         
interview with 
Company Owner

20,000 C.Y. @ 375 
lbs/C.Y.

G16 Regional Park Agency Nonres Manure 75.12              
Recycling 
Coordinator

120 C.Y. @ 1.252 
lbs/C.Y.

G17 Winery Nonres Pomace 24.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 160 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G18 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.60                SCWMA Survey
15% of 3.9 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G19 Winery Nonres Pomace 1.20                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 8 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G20 Winery Nonres Pomace 103.20            SCWMA Survey
15% of 688 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G21 Winery Nonres Pomace 150.00            SCWMA Survey
15% of 1,000 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G22 Winery Nonres Pomace 43.50              SCWMA Survey
15% of 290 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G23 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.00              SCWMA Survey
15% of 400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G24 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.60              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 82 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G25 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.50                SCWMA Survey
15% of 50 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G26 Winery Nonres Pomace 75.00              SCWMA Survey
15% of 500 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G27 Winery Nonres Pomace 105.00            SCWMA Survey
15% of 700 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G28 Winery Nonres Pomace 88.50              SCWMA Survey
15% of 590.3 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G29 Winery Nonres Pomace 414.75            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 2,765 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G30 Winery Nonres Pomace 124.50            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 830 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G31 Winery Nonres Pomace 8.25                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 55 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G32 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,169.25         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 7,795 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G33 Winery Nonres Pomace 9.75                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 65 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G34 Winery Nonres Pomace 3,600.00         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 24,000 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G35 Winery Nonres Pomace 75.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 500 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor
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Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9 
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Res / source Weight measurement / 
Ref # Generator Type Nonres Material Type reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data 

SCWMA 
source 
Mail 

conversion factor 
15% of 207 ton grape 

Notes 
Based on CIWMB 

G36 Winery Nonres Pomace 31.05 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 15 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G37 Winery Nonres Pomace 2.25 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 400 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G38 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.00 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 25 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G39 Winery Nonres Pomace 3.75 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 216 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G40 Winery Nonres Pomace 32.40 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 25 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G41 Winery Nonres Pomace 3.75 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 3,437 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G42 Winery Nonres Pomace 515.55 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 150 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G43 Winery Nonres Pomace 22.50 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 25 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G44 Winery Nonres Pomace 3.75 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 30 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G45 Winery Nonres Pomace 4.50 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 140 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G46 Winery Nonres Pomace 21.00 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 40,000 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G47 Winery Nonres Pomace 6,000.00 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 7,400 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G48 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,110.00 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 2,135 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G49 Winery Nonres Pomace 320.25 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 110 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G50 Winery Nonres Pomace 16.50 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 405 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G51 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.75 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 100.5 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G52 Winery Nonres Pomace 15.08 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 425 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G53 Winery Nonres Pomace 63.75 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 134 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G54 Winery Nonres Pomace 20.10 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 6,767 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G55 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,015.05 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 11,490 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G56 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,723.50 Survey harvest in 2003 
15% of 2461.5 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G57 Winery Nonres Pomace 369.20 SCWMA 
SCWMA 

Survey 
Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 350 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G58 Winery Nonres Pomace 52.50 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 70 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G59 Winery Nonres Pomace 10.50 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 188 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G60 Winery Nonres Pomace 28.20 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 313 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G61 Winery Nonres Pomace 46.95 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 55.61 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G62 Winery Nonres Pomace 8.34 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 551.62 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G63 Winery Nonres Pomace 82.74 Survey 
SCWMA Mail 

harvest in 2003 
15% of 211 ton grape 

conversion factor 
Based on CIWMB 

G64 Winery Nonres Pomace 31.65 Survey harvest in 2003 conversion factor 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003

G36 Winery Nonres Pomace 31.05              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 207 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G37 Winery Nonres Pomace 2.25                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 15 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G38 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G39 Winery Nonres Pomace 3.75                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 25 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G40 Winery Nonres Pomace 32.40              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 216 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G41 Winery Nonres Pomace 3.75                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 25 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G42 Winery Nonres Pomace 515.55            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 3,437 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G43 Winery Nonres Pomace 22.50              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 150 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G44 Winery Nonres Pomace 3.75                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 25 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G45 Winery Nonres Pomace 4.50                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 30 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G46 Winery Nonres Pomace 21.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 140 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G47 Winery Nonres Pomace 6,000.00         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 40,000 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G48 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,110.00         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 7,400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G49 Winery Nonres Pomace 320.25            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 2,135 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G50 Winery Nonres Pomace 16.50              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 110 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G51 Winery Nonres Pomace 60.75              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 405 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G52 Winery Nonres Pomace 15.08              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 100.5 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G53 Winery Nonres Pomace 63.75              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 425 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G54 Winery Nonres Pomace 20.10              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 134 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G55 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,015.05         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 6,767 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G56 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,723.50         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 11,490 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G57 Winery Nonres Pomace 369.20            SCWMA Survey
15% of 2461.5 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G58 Winery Nonres Pomace 52.50              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 350 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G59 Winery Nonres Pomace 10.50              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 70 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G60 Winery Nonres Pomace 28.20              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 188 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G61 Winery Nonres Pomace 46.95              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 313 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G62 Winery Nonres Pomace 8.34                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 55.61 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G63 Winery Nonres Pomace 82.74              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 551.62 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G64 Winery Nonres Pomace 31.65              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 211 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor
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Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9) 
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres Material Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

G65 Winery Nonres Pomace 41.25 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 275 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G66 Winery Nonres Pomace 52.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 350 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G67 Winery Nonres Pomace 347.84 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 2,318.9 ton 
grape harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G68 Winery Nonres Pomace 114.60 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 764 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G69 Winery Nonres Pomace 99.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 660 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G70 Winery Nonres Pomace 2.70 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 18 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G71 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 80 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G72 Winery Nonres Pomace 45.90 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 306 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G73 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,129.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 7,530 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G74 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.75 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 5 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G75 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,557.60 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 10,384 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G76 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 80 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G77 Winery Nonres Pomace 32.25 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 215 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G78 Winery Nonres Pomace 1.80 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 12 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G79 Winery Nonres Pomace 33.45 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 223 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G80 Winery Nonres Pomace 51.60 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 344 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G81 Winery Nonres Pomace 358.05 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 2,387 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G82 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.60 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 84.01 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G83 Winery Nonres Pomace 25.17 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 167.8 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G84 Winery Nonres Pomace 190.65 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 1,271 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G85 Winery Nonres Pomace 632.10 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 4,214 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G86 Winery Nonres Pomace 360.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 2,400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G87 Winery Nonres Pomace 33.75 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 225 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G88 Winery Nonres Pomace 9.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 60 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G89 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.90 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 6 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G90 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.50 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 50 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G91 Winery Nonres Pomace 51.30 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 342 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G92 Winery Nonres Pomace 24.03 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 160.2 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 

G93 Winery Nonres Pomace 30.00 
SCWMA 
Survey 

Mail 15% of 200 ton grape 
harvest in 2003 

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003

G65 Winery Nonres Pomace 41.25              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 275 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G66 Winery Nonres Pomace 52.50              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 350 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G67 Winery Nonres Pomace 347.84            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 2,318.9 ton 
grape harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G68 Winery Nonres Pomace 114.60            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 764 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G69 Winery Nonres Pomace 99.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 660 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G70 Winery Nonres Pomace 2.70                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 18 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G71 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 80 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G72 Winery Nonres Pomace 45.90              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 306 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G73 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,129.50         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 7,530 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G74 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.75                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 5 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G75 Winery Nonres Pomace 1,557.60         
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 10,384 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G76 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 80 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G77 Winery Nonres Pomace 32.25              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 215 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G78 Winery Nonres Pomace 1.80                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 12 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G79 Winery Nonres Pomace 33.45              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 223 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G80 Winery Nonres Pomace 51.60              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 344 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G81 Winery Nonres Pomace 358.05            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 2,387 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G82 Winery Nonres Pomace 12.60              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 84.01 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G83 Winery Nonres Pomace 25.17              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 167.8 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G84 Winery Nonres Pomace 190.65            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 1,271 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G85 Winery Nonres Pomace 632.10            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 4,214 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G86 Winery Nonres Pomace 360.00            
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 2,400 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G87 Winery Nonres Pomace 33.75              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 225 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G88 Winery Nonres Pomace 9.00                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 60 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G89 Winery Nonres Pomace 0.90                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 6 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G90 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.50                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 50 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G91 Winery Nonres Pomace 51.30              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 342 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G92 Winery Nonres Pomace 24.03              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 160.2 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G93 Winery Nonres Pomace 30.00              
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 200 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor
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n 
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003 

Res I source Weight measurement I 

Ref # Generator Type Nonres Malarial Type reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
SCWMA Mail 

conversion factor 
15% of 47.2 ton grape 

Notes 
Based on CIWMB 

G94 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.08 Survey 
Interview with Facility 

harvest in 2003 
34,573 C.V. @ 1,855 ibs 

conversion factor 
See Table 10 - 

G95 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 32,066.00 Manager 
Interview with 

C.V. Section 3 
See Table 10 - 

G96 hefts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 49,242.00 Operations Manager 
Interview with Office 

actual tannage Section 3 
See Table 10 - 

G97 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 37,197.00 Manager 
Company Vice- 

actual tonnage Section 3 
See Table 10 - 

G98 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 22,212.00 President 
Interview with Quarry 

actual tonnage Section 3 
See Table 10 - 

G99 1118419 Processor Naves Concrete/Asphalt 77,821.00 Engineer 
Interview with 

actual tannage Section 3 
See Table 10 - 

G100 Ins* Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 38,161.00 Operations Manager 
Interview with 

actual tannage Section 3 
See Table 2 - Section 

G100 Inerts Processor Nonres Scrap Metal 1,200.00 Operations Manager 
Interview with 

actual tonnage 2 
See Table 10 - 

G101 inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 60,000.00 Company Employee actual tonnages Section 3 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Source Reduction 23.50 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Materials Exchange 42.00 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Salvage yards 6.00 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Cardboard 49.10 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Office paper 102.80 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Plastics 1.10 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Grasscycling 115.50 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Composting 29.00 AB 75 Report actual tonnages 

G103 County Office In-house Nonres Mixed paper 123.16 

Total 2003 Business and 

1990 Pomace Deduction 

Agency Audits 939.10 383,597.07 57,313.74 - - 

(007.00) 
See Table 3 In Section 2 • 
Pomace adjustment 

Scrap Metal Deduction (23,285) 
See Table 2 In Section 2 
Scrap Metal Summary 

• 

Adjusted Totals 939.10 340,412.07 
—358,400.00 

88,408.74 
—117,056.00 
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Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres Material Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

Attachment G (CIWMB Attachment 9)
Sonoma County Business and Agency Surveys for 2003

G94 Winery Nonres Pomace 7.08                
SCWMA Mail 
Survey

15% of 47.2 ton grape 
harvest in 2003

Based on CIWMB 
conversion factor

G95 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 32,066.00        
interview with Facility 
Manager

34,573 C.Y. @ 1,855 lbs 
C.Y.

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G96 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 49,242.00        
interview with 
Operations Manager actual tonnage

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G97 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 37,197.00        
interview with Office 
Manager actual tonnage

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G98 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 22,212.00        
Company Vice-
President actual tonnage

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G99 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 77,821.00        
interview with Quarry 
Engineer actual tonnage

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G100 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 38,161.00        
interview with 
Operations Manager actual tonnage

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G100 Inerts Processor Nonres Scrap Metal 1,200.00          
interview with 
Operations Manager actual tonnage

See Table 2 - Section 
2

G101 Inerts Processor Nonres Concrete/Asphalt 60,000.00        
interview with 
Company Employee actual tonnages

See Table 10 - 
Section 3

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Source Reduction 23.50           AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Materials Exchange 42.00           AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Salvage yards 6.00             AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Cardboard 49.10               AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Office paper 102.80             AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Plastics 1.10                 AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Grasscycling 115.50         AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G102 Sonoma State University Nonres Composting 29.00              AB 75 Report actual tonnages

G103 County Office In-house Nonres Mixed paper 123.16             

Total 2003 Business and Agency Audits 939.10         363,697.07      67,313.74       -                  -             

1990 Pomace Deduction (907.00)           
See Table 3 in Section 2 -
Pomace adjustment

Scrap Metal Deduction (23,285)           
See Table 2 in Section 2 -
Scrap Metal Summary

Adjusted Totals 939.10         340,412.07      66,406.74       
356,400.00      67,056.00       

Adusted Total Business and Agency Audits 407,757.91    
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Attachment H 
Sonoma County Sludge Composting and Land Application for 2003 

Ref # Generator Type 
Res / 

Nonres 
Material 

Type reduction 
source 

recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

H1 Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant Nonres sludge 1,414.00 

Laguna 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant 
Manager actual tonnage Composted 

H1 Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant Nonres sludge 2,294.00 

Laguna 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant 
Manager actual tonnage Land application 

Total 2003 Sludge Composting and Land Application 150 
3,858.00 

—3,70840 

Page 18 of 27 

Ref # Generator Type
Res / 

Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

H1 Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant Nonres sludge 1,414.00     

Laguna 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant 
Manager actual tonnage Composted

H1 Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant Nonres sludge 2,294.00     

Laguna 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant 
Manager actual tonnage Land application

3,858.00     
Total 2003 Sludge Composting and Land Application 150 3,708.00     

Attachment H
Sonoma County Sludge Composting and Land Application for 2003

Page 18 of 27
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Attachment I 
Sonoma County Alternative Daily Cover for 2003 

Ref # 
Generator 

Type 
Res / Material 

Nonres Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source 
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes 

11 ADC Nonres Mixed 250 
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at Altamont 
Pass Landfill 

11 ADC Nonres Sludge 8 
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at West Contra 
Costa Landfill 

12 ADC Nonres 
Green 
Material 7 

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at Keller 
Canyon Landfill 

12 ADC Nonres 
Green 
Material 3,557 

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at Redwood 
Landfill in Marin 

12 ADC Nonres Sludge 8,762 
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at Redwood 
Landfill in Marin 

12 ADC Nonres Sludge 8,120 SCWMA Reports actual tonnage 
ADC used at Potrero Hills 
Landfill 

11 ADC Nonres 
Green 
Material 8,533 

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage 

ADC used at Central 
Landfill in Sonoma County 

Total ADC Diversion for 29,237 
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Ref #
Generator 

Type
Res / 

Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC Data source
Weight measurement / 

conversion factor Notes

I1 ADC Nonres Mixed 250               
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at Altamont 
Pass Landfill

I1 ADC Nonres Sludge 8                   
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at West Contra 
Costa Landfill

I2 ADC Nonres
Green 
Material 7                   

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at Keller 
Canyon Landfill

I2 ADC Nonres
Green 
Material 3,557            

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at Redwood 
Landfill in Marin

I2 ADC Nonres Sludge 8,762            
CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at Redwood 
Landfill in Marin

I2 ADC Nonres Sludge 8,120            SCWMA Reports actual tonnage
ADC used at Potrero Hills 
Landfill

I1 ADC Nonres
Green 
Material 8,533            

CIWMB Disposal Reporting 
System actual tonnage

ADC used at Central 
Landfill in Sonoma County

Total ADC Diversion for 2003 29,237        

Attachment I
Sonoma County Alternative Daily Cover for 2003
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Attachment J 
Sonoma County C & D Collection Program for 2003 

Refil Generator Type Res/ Nonres 
Material 

Type 
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC 
Data 

source 
Weight measurement 

/conversion factor Notes 

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Wood 1,708.51 
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage 

Used as mulch and 
landscape materials 

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. OCC 11.76 
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage 

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Tin 29.11 
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage 

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Metal 25.09 
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage 

Restricted Waste -
Table 2 in Section 2 

Total C & D Collection Program 1,774.47 

J2 C & D Dropoff Program 739.01 actual tonnage 

Total C & 1 Collection and Dropoff Program 2,513.48 

20 

Ref# Generator Type Res/ Nonres
Material 

Type
source 

reduction recycling composting biomass ADC
Data 

source
Weight measurement 

/conversion factor Notes

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Wood 1,708.51
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage

Used as mulch and 
landscape materials

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. OCC 11.76
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Tin 29.11
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage

J1 C & D Collection Program Nonres. Metal 25.09
SCWMA 
reports actual tonnage

Restricted Waste - 
Table 2 in Section 2

Total C & D Collection Program 1,774.47

J2 C & D Dropoff Program 739.01 actual tonnage

Total C & D Collection and Dropoff Program 2,513.48

Attachment J     
Sonoma County C & D Collection Program for 2003
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Attachment K 
Sonoma County 2003 Disposal 

Ref# 2003 Disposed Tonnage Data Source 

K1 544,757.00 Preliminary DRS Tonnage 

K2 (20,196.35) Credit for Contaminated Soil 

K3 (1,153.17) Credit for Indian Land Waste 

523,407.48 Adjusted Disposal Tonnage 

21 

Ref# 2003 Disposed Tonnage Data Source

K1 544,757.00                               Preliminary DRS Tonnage

K2 (20,196.35)                                Credit for Contaminated Soil

K3 (1,153.17)                                  Credit for Indian Land Waste

523,407.48                               Adjusted Disposal Tonnage

Attachment K
Sonoma County 2003 Disposal
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G3 Scrap Metal Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 583.00 

G6 Mixed Scrap Metal Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 2.00 

G10 Non- Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 3,200.00 

G10 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 18,000 

G11 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 300.00 

Attachement J Metal County C & D Colletion Program Table 2 - Section 2 25.09 

Attachment D Scrap Metal Commercial Collection Table 2 - Section 2 1,020.83 

Attachment C Scrap Metal Dropoff Center Data for 2003 Table 2 - Section 2 10,076.48 

G100 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 1,200.00 

Sub-Total: 2003 Scrap Metal Recycling 34,407.40 

G13 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 4,300.00 

G17 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 24.00 

G18 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.60 

G19 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1.20 

G20 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 103.20 

G21 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 150.00 

G22 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 43.50 

22 

Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G3 Scrap Metal Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 583.00

G6 Mixed Scrap Metal Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 2.00

G10 Non- Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 3,200.00

G10 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 18,000

G11 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 300.00

Attachement J Metal County C & D Colletion Program Table 2 - Section 2 25.09

Attachment D Scrap Metal Commercial Collection Table 2 - Section 2 1,020.83

Attachment C Scrap Metal Dropoff Center Data for 2003 Table 2 - Section 2 10,076.48

G100 Ferrous Metals Business Recycling Program Table 2 - Section 2 1,200.00

34,407.40

G13 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 4,300.00

G17 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 24.00

G18 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.60

G19 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1.20

G20 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 103.20

G21 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 150.00

G22 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 43.50

Sub-Total: 2003 Scrap Metal Recycling
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G23 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.00 

G24 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.60 

G25 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.50 

G26 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 75.00 

G27 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 105.00 

G28 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 88.50 

G29 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 414.75 

G30 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 124.50 

G31 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 8.25 

G32 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,169.25 

G33 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 9.75 

G34 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3,600.00 

G35 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 75.00 

G36 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 31.05 

G37 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 2.25 

G38 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.00 

G39 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75 
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G23 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.00

G24 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.60

G25 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.50

G26 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 75.00

G27 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 105.00

G28 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 88.50

G29 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 414.75

G30 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 124.50

G31 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 8.25

G32 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,169.25

G33 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 9.75

G34 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3,600.00

G35 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 75.00

G36 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 31.05

G37 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 2.25

G38 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.00

G39 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G40 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 32.40 

G41 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75 

G42 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 515.55 

G43 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 22.50 

G44 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75 

G45 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 4.50 

G46 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 21.00 

G47 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 6,000.00 

G48 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,110.00 

G49 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 320.25 

G50 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 16.50 

G51 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.75 

G52 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 15.08 

G53 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 63.75 

G54 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 20.10 

G55 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,015.05 

G56 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,723.50 
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G40 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 32.40

G41 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75

G42 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 515.55

G43 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 22.50

G44 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 3.75

G45 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 4.50

G46 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 21.00

G47 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 6,000.00

G48 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,110.00

G49 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 320.25

G50 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 16.50

G51 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 60.75

G52 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 15.08

G53 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 63.75

G54 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 20.10

G55 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,015.05

G56 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,723.50
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G57 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 369.20 

G58 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 52.50 

G59 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 10.50 

G60 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 28.20 

G61 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 46.95 

G62 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 8.34 

G63 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 82.74 

G64 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 31.65 

G65 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 41.25 

G66 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 52.50 

G67 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 347.84 

G68 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 114.60 

G69 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 99.00 

G70 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 2.70 

G71 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.00 

G72 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 45.90 

G73 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,129.50 
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G57 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 369.20

G58 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 52.50

G59 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 10.50

G60 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 28.20

G61 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 46.95

G62 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 8.34

G63 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 82.74

G64 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 31.65

G65 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 41.25

G66 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 52.50

G67 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 347.84

G68 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 114.60

G69 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 99.00

G70 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 2.70

G71 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.00

G72 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 45.90

G73 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,129.50
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G74 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.75 

G75 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,557.60 

G76 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.00 

G77 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 32.25 

G78 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1.80 

G79 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 33.45 

G80 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 51.60 

G81 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 358.05 

G82 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.60 

G83 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 25.17 

G84 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 190.65 

G85 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 632.10 

G86 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 360.00 

G87 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 33.75 

G88 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 9.00 

G89 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.90 

G90 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.50 
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G74 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.75

G75 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1,557.60

G76 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.00

G77 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 32.25

G78 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 1.80

G79 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 33.45

G80 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 51.60

G81 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 358.05

G82 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 12.60

G83 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 25.17

G84 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 190.65

G85 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 632.10

G86 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 360.00

G87 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 33.75

G88 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 9.00

G89 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 0.90

G90 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.50
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Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

G91 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 51.30 

G92 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 24.03 

G93 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 30.00 

G94 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.08 

Sub-Total: 2003 Pomace Composting 27,325.03 

G95 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 2001 32,066.00 

G15 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1999 15,000.00 

G96 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1994 49,242.00 

G97 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1996 37,197.00 

G98 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1995 22,212.00 

G99 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1994 77,821.00 

G100 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1991 38,161.00 

G101 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 2001 60,000.00 

Attachment C Dirt Dropoff Center Data for 2003 1991 2,822.73 

Attachment C Concrete/Asphalt Dropoff Center Data for 2003 1991 84.20 

Sub-Total: 2003 lnerts Recycling 334,605.93 

Total 2003 Restricted Wastes 396,338.36 

27 

Reference Number Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage

G91 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 51.30

G92 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 24.03

G93 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 30.00

G94 Grape Pomace Composting Table 3 - Section 2 7.08

27,325.03

G95 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 2001 32,066.00

G15 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1999 15,000.00

G96 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1994 49,242.00

G97 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1996 37,197.00

G98 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1995 22,212.00

G99 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1994 77,821.00

G100 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 1991 38,161.00

G101 Concrete/Asphalt Business Recycling Program 2001 60,000.00

Attachment C Dirt Dropoff Center Data for 2003 1991 2,822.73

Attachment C Concrete/Asphalt Dropoff Center Data for 2003 1991 84.20

334,605.93

396,338.36

Sub-Total: 2003 Pomace Composting

Sub-Total: 2003 Inerts Recycling

Total 2003 Restricted Wastes
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Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings, Diversion Tonnage and Deductions for Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 
Business 

Audit/Survey 
Reference Business Type 

Material 
Type 

Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor 

Verification 
Findings (tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

G98 Inerts processor 
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 22,212.00 

Actual weight from scale 
receipts 22,212.00 

This business began its recycling operation in 
1995. All weights are actual from scale weights. 
They have an electronic belt scale that weighs all 
materials after processing. They accept broken 
concrete and asphalt collected from projects and 
other plants they own in Sonoma County. This 
tonnage has been verified as meeting 
representativeness for the new base year by 
comparing three years of tonnage. 

Subtotal - 22,212.00 22,212.00 

G99 Inerts processor 
Baserock, 
grain rock Recycling 77,821.00 

Actual weight from scale 
receipts 77,821.00 

This business began its recycling operation in 
1991. All weights are actual from scale weights. 
The scale is onsight. They collect from the 
public and charge a nominal fee. They also 
collect from their bidded projects. (Small 
truckloads and jobs they bid aren't weighed so 
tonnage is understated.) This tonnage has been 
verified as meeting representativeness for the 
new base year by comparing three years of 
tonnage. 

Subtotal - 77,821.00 77,821.00 

G14 Compost processor 
Steer and 
horse manure Composting 22,400.00 32,000 CY/year @ 1,400 Ib/cy 22,400.00 

This business started its recycling operation in 
1991. All weights are from invoices from the 
hauler which is verified by weights from product 
sold. This tonnage has been verified as meeting 
representativeness for the new base year by 
comparing three years of tonnage. 

Greenwaste Composting 1,584.00 1,584.00 

Landscapers dump materials. Each truck load is 
measured and tracked by the yard. There is no 
double counting with this material. 

Subtotal - 23,984.00 23,984.00 
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Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings, Diversion Tonnage and Deductions for Sonoma County Waste Management Agency  
Business 

Audit/Survey 
Reference Business Type

Material 
Type 

Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings (tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

G98 Inerts processor
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 22,212.00

Actual weight from scale 
receipts 22,212.00

This business began its recycling operation in 
1995.  All weights are actual from scale weights.  
They have an electronic belt scale that weighs all 
materials after processing.  They accept broken 
concrete and asphalt collected from projects and 
other plants they own in Sonoma County.  This 
tonnage has been verified as meeting 
representativeness for the new base year by 
comparing three years of tonnage.

Subtotal -   22,212.00 22,212.00

G99 Inerts processor
Baserock, 
grain rock Recycling 77,821.00

Actual weight from scale 
receipts 77,821.00

This business began its recycling operation in 
1991.  All weights are actual from scale weights.  
The scale is onsight.  They collect from the 
public and charge a nominal fee.  They also 
collect from their bidded projects.  (Small 
truckloads and jobs they bid aren't weighed so 
tonnage is understated.)  This tonnage has been 
verified as meeting representativeness for the 
new base year by comparing three years of 
tonnage.  

Subtotal -   77,821.00 77,821.00

G14 Compost processor
Steer and 
horse manure Composting 22,400.00 32,000 CY/year @ 1,400 lb/cy 22,400.00

This business started its recycling operation in 
1991.  All weights are from invoices from the 
hauler which is verified by weights from product 
sold.  This tonnage has been verified as meeting 
representativeness for the new base year by 
comparing three years of tonnage.

Greenwaste Composting 1,584.00 1,584.00

Landscapers dump materials.  Each truck load is 
measured and tracked by the yard.  There is no 
double counting with this material.

Subtotal -   23,984.00  23,984.00  
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference Business Type 
Material 

Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor 

Verification 
Findings (tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

G15 Compost processor 
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 15,000.00 

Actual weight from scale 
receipts 15,000.00 

This business started its recycling operation in 
1999. All weights are from scale weights. The 
scale is on sight. This tonnage has been verified 
as meeting representativeness for the new base 
year by comparing three years of tonnage. 

Sawdust Composting 3,750.00 
Actual weight from scale 
receipts 5,772.00 

Company was able to provide complete scale 
receipts for every truckload of sawdust to verify 
these tons. This tonnage has been verified as 
meeting representativeness for the new base 
year by comparing three years of tonnage. 

Chicken 
manure Composting 0.00 

Actual weight from scale 
receipts 1,078.00 

Company was able to provide complete scale 
receipts fpr every truckload of manure to verify 
these tons. This tonnage has been verified as 
meeting representativeness for the new base 
year by comparing three years of tonnage. 

Subtotal - 18,750.00 21,850.00 

G97 Inerts processor 
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 37,197.00 

Actual weight from scale 
receipts 37,197.00 

This business started its recycling operation in 
1996. All weights are from scale weights. The 
scale is on sight. This tonnage has been verified 
as meeting representativeness for the new base 
year by comparing three years of tonnage. This 
material meets the state specifications for class 
II road base. 

Subtotal - 37,197.00 37,197.00 

G47 Winery Pomace Composting 6,000.00 15% of total crush (40,000) 6,000.00 

This facility is licensed to crush 40,000 tons of 
grapes. When they have too large a crush, 
grapes are re-directed to their other wineries. 
This tonnage has been verified as meeting 
representativeness for the new base year by 
comparing three years of tonnage. Both 2002 
and 2003 were at the maximum, 2004 was 
slightly less than the maximum of 40,000 tons. 
100 percent of the pomace is spread in the 
vineyards. 

Subtotal - 6,000.00 6,000.00 
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference Business Type
Material 

Type 
Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings (tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

G15 Compost processor
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 15,000.00

Actual weight from scale 
receipts 15,000.00

This business started its recycling operation in 
1999.  All weights are from scale weights.  The 
scale is on sight.  This tonnage has been verified 
as meeting representativeness for the new base 
year by comparing three years of tonnage.

Sawdust Composting 3,750.00
Actual weight from scale 
receipts 5,772.00

Company was able to provide complete scale 
receipts for every truckload of sawdust to verify 
these tons.  This tonnage has been verified as 
meeting representativeness for the new base 
year by comparing three years of tonnage.

Chicken 
manure Composting 0.00

Actual weight from scale 
receipts 1,078.00

Company was able to provide complete scale 
receipts fpr every truckload of manure to verify 
these tons.  This tonnage has been verified as 
meeting representativeness for the new base 
year by comparing three years of tonnage.

Subtotal -   18,750.00 21,850.00

G97 Inerts processor
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 37,197.00

Actual weight from scale 
receipts 37,197.00

This business started its recycling operation in 
1996.  All weights are from scale weights.  The 
scale is on sight.  This tonnage has been verified 
as meeting representativeness for the new base 
year by comparing three years of tonnage.  This 
material meets the state specifications for class 
II road base.

Subtotal -   37,197.00  37,197.00  

G47 Winery Pomace Composting 6,000.00 15% of total crush (40,000) 6,000.00

This facility is licensed to crush 40,000 tons of 
grapes.  When they have too large a crush, 
grapes are re-directed to their other wineries.  
This tonnage has been verified as meeting 
representativeness for the new base year by 
comparing three years of tonnage.  Both 2002 
and 2003 were at the maximum, 2004 was 
slightly less than the maximum of 40,000 tons.  
100 percent of the pomace is spread in the 
vineyards.

Subtotal -   6,000.00 6,000.00
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference Business Type 
Material 

Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor 

Verification 
Findings (tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

G95 Inerts processor 
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 32,066.00 Actual from scale receipts 34,573.00 

This business started its recycling operation in 
2002. The business's loader has a scale on the 
bucket. All loads are weighed. Tons were 
understated in the original study due to the 
report year not being completed at the time of 
the business survey. This tonnage has been 
verified as meeting representativeness for the 
new base year by comparing three years of 
tonnage. 

Subtotal - 32,066.00 34,573.00 

G96 Inerts processor 
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 49,242.00 Actual from scale receipts 49,242.00 

This business started its recycling opertion in 
1995. They have a scale on sight and all 
weights are based on product sold. This 
tonnage has been verified as meeting 
representativeness for the new base year by 
comparing three years of tonnage. 

Subtotal - 49,242.00 49,242.00 

G13 Compost processor Dairy manure Composting 7,814.40 9600 CY @1628 Ibs/CY 7,814.40 

This business started its recycling operations in 
1991. Manure is tracked by the truckload. There 
are 40 yards per truck and all trucks are totally 
full. The manure is not hauled until a truck is full. 
It would not be cost effective to haul loads that 
are not full. The loads were verified by 240 load 
tags. 

Horse 
manure and 
bedding Composting 1,126.80 18CY @ 1,252 Ibs/CY 1,126.80 

Manure is tracked by the truckload. There are 
40 yards per truck and all trucks are totally full. 
The manure is not hauled until a truck is full. It 
would not be cost effective to haul loads that are 
not full. The loads were verified by 45 load tags. 

Grape 
pomace Composting 4,300.00 4,300.00 

The grape pomace was verified by actual weight 
tickets from the hauler. 

Food waste Composting 432.90 600 CY 0.00 

This material was deleted because it was from a 
one-time project and would not be representative 
for the new base year. 

Fir shavings Composting 220.00 1000 CY 0.00 

This material was deleted because it was from a 
one-time project and would not be representative 
for the new base year. 

Subtotal - 13,894.10 13,241.20 
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference Business Type
Material 

Type 
Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings (tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

G95 Inerts processor
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 32,066.00 Actual from scale receipts 34,573.00

This business started its recycling operation in 
2002.  The business's loader has a scale on the 
bucket.  All loads are weighed.  Tons were 
understated in the original study due to the 
report year not being completed at the time of 
the business survey.  This tonnage has been 
verified as meeting representativeness for the 
new base year by comparing three years of 
tonnage.

Subtotal -   32,066.00 34,573.00

G96 Inerts processor
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 49,242.00 Actual from scale receipts 49,242.00

This business started its recycling opertion in 
1995.  They have a scale on sight and all 
weights are based on product sold.  This 
tonnage has been verified as meeting 
representativeness for the new base year by 
comparing three years of tonnage.

Subtotal -   49,242.00 49,242.00

G13 Compost processor Dairy manure Composting 7,814.40 9600 CY @1628 lbs/CY 7,814.40

This business started its recycling operations in 
1991.  Manure is tracked by the truckload.  There 
are 40 yards per truck and all trucks are totally 
full.  The manure is not hauled until a truck is full.  
It would not be cost effective to haul loads that 
are not full.  The loads were verified by 240 load 
tags.

Horse 
manure and 
bedding Composting 1,126.80 18CY @ 1,252 lbs/CY 1,126.80

Manure is tracked by the truckload.  There are 
40 yards per truck and all trucks are totally full.  
The manure is not hauled until a truck is full.  It 
would not be cost effective to haul loads that are 
not full.  The loads were verified by 45 load tags.

Grape 
pomace Composting 4,300.00 4,300.00

The grape pomace was verified by actual weight 
tickets from the hauler.

Food waste Composting 432.90 600 CY 0.00

This material was deleted because it was from a 
one-time project and would not be representative 
for the new base year.

Fir shavings Composting 220.00 1000 CY 0.00

This material was deleted because it was from a 
one-time project and would not be representative 
for the new base year.

Subtotal -   13,894.10 13,241.20
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference Business Type 
Material 

Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor 

Verification 
Findings (tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

G101 Inerts processor 
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 60,000.00 

Actual weights from scale 
receipts 65,129.00 

This business began its recycling operation in 
2001. They have a scale on sight and all loads 
are weighed when sold. This tonnage has been 
verified as meeting representativeness for the 
new base year by comparing three years of 
tonnage. 

Subtotal - 60,000.00 65,129.00 

Identified 
additional 
processor Compost processor Duck manure Composting 0.00 2695.5 yards @800 Ibs/yd 1,078.00 

While on the verification visit, staff identified a 
new company for the new base year. The 
company tracks yards of manure by measuring 
each delivery and determined the tons through 
CIWMB conversion factor. 

Subtotal - 0.00 1,078.00 

Public Works 
Asphalt and 
concrete Recycling 0.00 

1800 ft x 64 ft x 1 ft 
(1800x64x1) x 145 lbs/ft 
cubed/2000/ton = 8352 8,352.00 

Asphalt and concrete recycling was inadvertently 
left out of the new base year study. The project 
is representative of road projects that are 
ongoing throughout the regional agency. This 
tonnage meets the representativeness for a new 
base year based on the documents provided by 
Department of Public Works for similar projects 
over a three-year period. 

Subtotal - 0.00 8,352.00 
Grand Total -
Businesses 341,166.10 360,679.20 

Miscellaneous Changes (e.g., certification form changes, report year modification curbside, buybacks, etc.) 

Type of Change Material Type 

Tons 
Claimed in 
Study Revised Tons Reason for Change 

Certification Form Grape Pomace 1,723.50 0.00 Tons double counted in G14 
Grape Pomace 1,152.60 0.00 Tons double counted in G14 

Grasscycling 3,657.00 17,727.69 

Agency/CIWMB staff identified 1851.41 
additional acres for golf courses, cemeteries, 
community parks, sports fields, and parkways. 
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Audit/Survey 

Reference Business Type
Material 

Type 
Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings (tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

G101 Inerts processor
Concrete and 
asphalt Recycling 60,000.00

Actual weights from scale 
receipts 65,129.00

This business began its recycling operation in 
2001.  They have a scale on sight and all loads 
are weighed when sold.  This tonnage has been 
verified as meeting representativeness for the 
new base year by comparing three years of 
tonnage. 

Subtotal -   60,000.00 65,129.00

Identified 
additional 
processor Compost processor Duck manure Composting 0.00 2695.5 yards @800 lbs/yd 1,078.00

While on the verification visit, staff identified a 
new company for the new base year.  The 
company tracks yards of manure by measuring 
each delivery and determined the tons through 
CIWMB conversion factor.

Subtotal -  0.00 1,078.00

Public Works
Asphalt and 
concrete Recycling 0.00

1800 ft x 64 ft x 1 ft 
(1800x64x1) x 145 lbs/ft 
cubed/2000/ton = 8352 8,352.00

Asphalt and concrete recycling was inadvertently 
left out of the new base year study.  The project 
is representative of road projects that are 
ongoing throughout the regional agency.  This 
tonnage meets the representativeness for a new 
base year based on the documents provided by 
Department of Public Works for similar projects 
over a three-year period.

Subtotal -  0.00 8,352.00
Grand Total - 
Businesses  341,166.10  360,679.20  

 

Type of Change Material Type

Tons 
Claimed in 
Study Revised Tons Reason for Change

Certification Form Grape Pomace 1,723.50 0.00 Tons double counted in G14
Grape Pomace 1,152.60 0.00 Tons double counted in G14

Grasscycling 3,657.00 17,727.69

Agency/CIWMB staff identified 1851.41 
additional acres for golf courses, cemeteries, 
community parks, sports fields, and parkways.  

Miscellaneous Changes (e.g., certification form changes, report year modification, curbside, buybacks, etc.)
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference Business Type 
Material 

Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor 

Verification 
Findings (tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

Sludge 3,708.00 3,858.00 

This change resulted because a wrong figure 
was input when transporting data from original 
recycling survey. 

Subtotal - 10,241.10 21,585.69 

urana i otai -
Miscellaneous 351,407.20 382,264.89 
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference Business Type
Material 

Type 
Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings (tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

Sludge 3,708.00 3,858.00

This change resulted because a wrong figure 
was input when transporting data from original 
recycling survey.

Subtotal -   10,241.10 21,585.69
 

Grand Total - 
Miscellaneous  351,407.20  382,264.89  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-195 

Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge 
Diversion Credit, For The Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 41031 (Cities) and 41331 (Counties) requires that 
information submitted by a jurisdiction on the quantities of solid waste it has generated, diverted 
and disposed, shall include data as accurate as possible to enable the Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) to accurately measure the jurisdiction's achievement of the 
diversion requirement pursuant to PRC Section 41780; and 

WHEREAS, the Sonoma County Waste Management Agency submitted documentation 
requesting to change its base year to 2003, which it claims is as accurate as possible; and 

WHEREAS, a portion of the diversion tonnage originally claimed by the Agency has been 
modified as a result of staff verification, and is reflected in the staff-revised certification; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent 
diversion credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a 
public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that 
section are met; and 

WHEREAS, the Agency has claimed 0.2 percent of biomass diversion credit for 2003, and has 
submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC Section 
41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit, and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41781.1 and Title 14 California Code of Regulations (14CCR) 
Section 18775.2 allow the Board to grant diversion credit for sludge to a qualifying jurisdiction 
for application toward the waste diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780, providing that 
certain specified requirements are met; and 

WHEREAS, the Board received a Petition for Diversion Credit for Sludge Diversion (Petition) 
from the Agency; and 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the Petition and consultations with the required Agencies, 
Board staff found that all of the Petition requirements have been satisfied; and 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-195 

Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge 
Diversion Credit, For The Sonoma County Waste Management Agency 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 41031 (Cities) and 41331 (Counties) requires that 
information submitted by a jurisdiction on the quantities of solid waste it has generated, diverted 
and disposed, shall include data as accurate as possible to enable the Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) to accurately measure the jurisdiction’s achievement of the 
diversion requirement pursuant to PRC Section 41780; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Sonoma County Waste Management Agency submitted documentation 
requesting to change its base year to 2003, which it claims is as accurate as possible; and 
 
WHEREAS, a portion of the diversion tonnage originally claimed by the Agency has been 
modified as a result of staff verification, and is reflected in the staff-revised certification; and 
 
WHEREAS,  PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent 
diversion credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a 
public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that 
section are met; and 
 
WHEREAS,  the Agency has claimed 0.2 percent of biomass diversion credit for 2003, and has 
submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC Section 
41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit, and 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Section 41781.1 and Title 14 California Code of Regulations (14CCR) 
Section 18775.2 allow the Board to grant diversion credit for sludge to a qualifying jurisdiction 
for application toward the waste diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780, providing that 
certain specified requirements are met; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board received a Petition for Diversion Credit for Sludge Diversion (Petition) 
from the Agency; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the Petition and consultations with the required Agencies, 
Board staff found that all of the Petition requirements have been satisfied; and 
 
 
 
 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the base-year 
change to 2003 as revised for the Sonoma County Waste Management Agency, and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board, as required by PRC Section 
41781.1, hereby makes a fmding at this public meeting that the Agency's sludge has been 
adequately analyzed and the material's reuse as described did not pose a threat to public 
the environment, and that the Board therefore approves the Agency's Petition for sludge 

health or 

diversion credit to be applied toward the diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780 and has 
met the conditions for claiming biomass diversion credit for 2003. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 

of a 

Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the base-year 
change to 2003 as revised for the Sonoma County Waste Management Agency, and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board, as required by PRC Section 
41781.1, hereby makes a finding at this public meeting that the Agency’s sludge has been 
adequately analyzed and the material’s reuse as described did not pose a threat to public health or 
the environment, and that the Board therefore approves the Agency’s Petition for sludge 
diversion credit to be applied toward the diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780 and has 
met the conditions for claiming biomass diversion credit for 2003. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005.  
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 4 

ITEM 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application By The 
Unincorporated Area Of Nevada County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The jurisdiction listed in this item has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a second Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) application. Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41785 allows a 
jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to 
petition for one or more ADRs to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a 
maximum of five years; no extension may be effective beyond January 1, 2006. In 
addition, this jurisdiction's are also claiming up to 10 percent diversion from biomass. 

This jurisdiction's first SB1066 ADR has ended, and despite their effort to meet the 
timeline in its first Goal Achievement Plan, it will need additional time to implement 
programs proposed in their first SB1066 ADR request, and/or additional programs. 
Staffs analysis of this second SB1066 ADR request is that it is reasonable given the 
barriers the jurisdiction has faced, as explained in Attachment 1. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the jurisdiction's first SB1066 ADR request at various Board 
meetings. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdiction's application as submitted for a second ADR 

to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith efforts to-date to 
implement their first Goal Achievement Plan and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdiction's applications as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may accept the jurisdiction's applications as submitted, but also make 
recommendations that the jurisdiction's implement alternative programs that it 
believes should be added to the new Goal Achievement Plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for their new Goal Achievement 
Plan to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the 
jurisdiction time to revise their applications. 

5. The Board may disapprove the jurisdiction's application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based on the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the jurisdictions' applications and direct staff to 
commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified 
reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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ITEM 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application By The 
Unincorporated Area Of Nevada County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The jurisdiction listed in this item has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a second Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) application.  Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41785 allows a 
jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to 
petition for one or more ADRs to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a 
maximum of five years; no extension may be effective beyond January 1, 2006.  In 
addition, this jurisdiction’s are also claiming up to 10 percent diversion from biomass.   
 
This jurisdiction’s first SB1066 ADR has ended, and despite their effort to meet the 
timeline in its first Goal Achievement Plan, it will need additional time to implement 
programs proposed in their first SB1066 ADR request, and/or additional programs.  
Staff’s analysis of this second SB1066 ADR request is that it is reasonable given the 
barriers the jurisdiction has faced, as explained in Attachment 1. 
  

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the jurisdiction’s first SB1066 ADR request at various Board 
meetings.  
  

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdiction’s application as submitted for a second ADR 

to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith efforts to-date to 
implement their first Goal Achievement Plan and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdiction’s applications as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may accept the jurisdiction’s applications as submitted, but also make 
recommendations that the jurisdiction’s implement alternative programs that it 
believes should be added to the new Goal Achievement Plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for their new Goal Achievement 
Plan to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the 
jurisdiction time to revise their applications.   

5. The Board may disapprove the jurisdiction’s application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based on the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the jurisdictions’ applications and direct staff to 
commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified 
reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the jurisdiction's second 
SB1066 ADR request as submitted on the basis of their good faith efforts to-date to 
implement their first Goal Achievement Plan and their plans for future program 
implementation. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

A jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may petition for one or 
more time extensions or alternative diversion requirements to meeting the 50 percent 
diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no extension or alternative 
diversion requirement may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820 
and PRC Section 41785, respectively). The Board may initially grant an ADR to the 
2000 diversion requirement of 50 percent for up to three years if the following 
conditions are met: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE and has demonstrated progress toward 
meeting the ADR as described in its Annual Report, and the jurisdiction has been 
unable to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement despite implementing those 
measures; 

• The ADR represents the greatest diversion amount that the jurisdiction may 
reasonably and feasibly achieve; 

• If the jurisdiction has not previously requested a time extension, it has provided 
an explanation in its ADR request as to why it has not requested a time extension; 

• The jurisdiction submits a Goal Achievement Plan showing how it will meet the 
ADR within the timeframe requested; specifically, a description of the programs it 
will expand or start implementing, the means of funding, and dates of 
implementation. 

PRC Section 41785(g) (1) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, 
and composting requirement, the board may make specific recommendations for 
the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an alternative requirement. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an alternative requirement, the board 
shall specify its reasons for disapproval." 
PRC Section 41785(g) (1) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, 
and composting requirement, the board may make specific recommendations for 
the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an alternative requirement. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the jurisdiction’s second 
SB1066 ADR request as submitted on the basis of their good faith efforts to-date to 
implement their first Goal Achievement Plan and their plans for future program 
implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

A jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may petition for one or 
more time extensions or alternative diversion requirements to meeting the 50 percent 
diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no extension or alternative 
diversion requirement may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820 
and PRC Section 41785, respectively).  The Board may initially grant an ADR to the 
2000 diversion requirement of 50 percent for up to three years if the following 
conditions are met: 

 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE and has demonstrated progress toward 
meeting the ADR as described in its Annual Report, and the jurisdiction has been 
unable to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement despite implementing those 
measures; 

• The ADR represents the greatest diversion amount that the jurisdiction may 
reasonably and feasibly achieve; 

• If the jurisdiction has not previously requested a time extension, it has provided 
an explanation in its ADR request as to why it has not requested a time extension; 

• The jurisdiction submits a Goal Achievement Plan showing how it will meet the 
ADR within the timeframe requested; specifically, a description of the programs it 
will expand or start implementing, the means of funding, and dates of 
implementation. 

 
PRC Section 41785(g) (1) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, 
and composting requirement, the board may make specific recommendations for 
the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an alternative requirement. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an alternative requirement, the board 
shall specify its reasons for disapproval.” 
PRC Section 41785(g) (1) further provides that: 
“(1) When considering a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, 
and composting requirement, the board may make specific recommendations for 
the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an alternative requirement. 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-4 

August 16-17, 2005 

(3) If the board disapproves a request for an alternative requirement, the board 
shall specify its reasons for disapproval." 

The jurisdictions' have both submitted a second SB1066 ADR application requesting 
more time to overcome the barriers encountered during the first ADR that kept them 
from implementing certain programs and fully implementing others. 

The second SB1066 ADR application addresses all of the requirements of a SB 1066 
application, and includes a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional time 
to implement the diversion programs listed in its second Goal Achievement Plan. 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 
the information below. Staff's analysis is based upon 

Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Preliminary Diversion Rates (Percent) 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Jurisdiction Base 
Year 

2000 2001 2002 2003 

Pounds 
waste 

generated 
per person 

per day 
(ppd) 

. 
Population 

(2002) 

Non- Non- . 
Residential 

Waste  

Percentage 
Stream

Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 

Nevada County 2000 43% 42% 32% 30% 4.72 65,500 48% 52% 

Jurisdiction Program 
Review Site 
Visit by 
Board Staff 

Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension End 
Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 
(yes/no) 

Nevada County 2005 
Interim Report 
Final Report 

5% 12/31/05 Yes 

Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications: 

meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
explanation as to why additional 

requirement; 
request; 

to expand or newly implement 
-A of the SB1066 (ADR) 

proposed for the first extension; 
be expanded or newly proposed are 

in the first (ADR) period, and the 

a Goal Achievement plan that: 

recycling, and composting programs 

Attachments 1 provide an overview 
• The barriers faced by 

within the first (ADR), 
time is necessary for 

• Staffs analysis of the 
• Diversion programs the 

in the second Plan of 
application), and their 

• Staffs analysis of whether 
appropriate, given the 
jurisdiction's waste stream. 

Goal Achievement Plan: 

of the following: 
each jurisdiction to 

and the jurisdiction's 
meeting the diversion 
reasonableness of the 

jurisdictions are proposing 
Correction (Section IV
relationship to programs 

the programs to 
barriers confronted 

ADR request must include 
the ADR requested; 
source reduction, 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 
A. demonstrates meeting 
B. describes the existing 
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(3) If the board disapproves a request for an alternative requirement, the board 
shall specify its reasons for disapproval.” 

 
The jurisdictions’ have both submitted a second SB1066 ADR application requesting 
more time to overcome the barriers encountered during the first ADR that kept them 
from implementing certain programs and fully implementing others.   
 
The second SB1066 ADR application addresses all of the requirements of a SB 1066 
application, and includes a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional time 
to implement the diversion programs listed in its second Goal Achievement Plan. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   
    Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
   
  Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions  Preliminary Diversion Rates (Percent) 

Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Jurisdiction Base 
Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 

Pounds 
waste 

generated 
per person 

per day  
(ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non-
Residential 

Waste  
Stream 

Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 

Percentage 

Nevada County 2000 43% 42% 32% 30% 4.72 65,500 48% 52% 

 
       Jurisdiction          Program 

Review Site 
Visit by 
Board Staff 

 Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension End 
Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 
(yes/no) 

Nevada County 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report 5% 12/31/05 Yes 

 
Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications:  
Attachments 1 provide an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by each jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
within the first (ADR), and the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional 
time is necessary for meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdictions are proposing to expand or newly implement 

in the second Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 (ADR) 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first extension; 

• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first (ADR) period, and the 
jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Goal Achievement Plan: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 ADR request must include a Goal Achievement plan that: 

A. demonstrates meeting the ADR requested; 
B. describes the existing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs   
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the City will expand, or new 
C. Identifies the funding source 
D. Identifies the date when 
E. Identifies the estimated 
F. Identifies either existing 

implement, to support the 

The jurisdiction's second Goal Achievement 
staff has also conducted an assessment 
implementation, including a program 
understanding of the relevant circumstances 
need for a second extension, Board 
Correction to be reasonable. The jurisdiction's 
explained in the attachment matrix 

In addition, PRC Section 41785(h) 
jurisdiction that requests assistance 
policies and programs implemented 
demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction 
requirement is required to include a 
well as an explanation of current circumstances 
alternative requirement, in each annual 
approved time period for the ADR [per 
jurisdiction be required to submit an 
end of their extension with their Annual 

Biomass Diversion Credit Claim: 
The County included a biomass diversion 
Rio Bravo Biomass. Starting in 2000, 
include not more than 10 percent diversion 
determines at a public hearing, based 

Agenda Item-4 

programs it will implement; 
for new and/or expanded programs; 

each program's implementation will be complete; 
percent diversion for each program listed; 
programs it will expand, or new programs it will 
jurisdictions' efforts to achieve the ADR. 

plan meets the above requirements. Board 
of the jurisdiction's current program 

review site visit. Based on Board staffs 
in the jurisdiction that contributed to their 

staff believes the jurisdiction proposed new Plans of 
requests and staffs analyses are 

(Attachments 1). 

directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
in meeting the ADR, such as identifying model 
by other jurisdictions of similar size, geography, and 

with a Board-approved alternative diversion 
summary of its progress toward meeting the ADR, as 

that support the continuation of the 
report that is due prior to the end of the Board-
PRC Section 41821(b)(6)]. Staff recommends the 

interim status report, as well as final report at the 
Report. 

credit claim for 5,640 tons of material sent to 
PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to 

through biomass conversion if the Board 
upon substantial evidence in the record, that certain 
identifies those conditions, and how the County has conditions are met. The table below 

met them. 

Biomass Diversion Credit for Nevada County Unincorporated 

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1. Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 
transformation in the same reporting year 

1. The County's new base year generation study did not 
include information regarding transformation activity or 
tonnage 

2. Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively 
implement all feasible source reduction, 
recycling, and composting measures. 

2. The County is adequately implementing diversion 
programs, as shown in Attachment 1. 

3. The material sent to a biomass facility was 
normally disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC 
Section 41781). 

3. The material sent by the County to the biomass facility 
mentioned above in 2003 was normally disposed by the County 
as indicated in its SRRE. 

4. The biomass facility exclusively processes 
biomass (defined in PRC Section 40106). 

4. The biomass facility listed above did not process any 
material not specified in statute, which includes agricultural 
crop residues; bark, lawn, yard and garden clippings; leaves, 
silviculture residue, tree and brush pruning; wood, wood chips, 
and wood waste; or non-recyclable pulp or non-recyclable 
paper materials. 
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the City will expand, or new programs it will implement; 
C.  Identifies the funding source for new and/or expanded programs; 
D.  Identifies the date when each program’s implementation will be complete; 
E.   Identifies the estimated percent diversion for each program listed; 
F.   Identifies either existing programs it will expand, or new programs it will 

implement, to support the jurisdictions’ efforts to achieve the ADR. 
 

The jurisdiction’s second Goal Achievement plan meets the above requirements.  Board 
staff has also conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program 
implementation, including a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s 
understanding of the relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to their 
need for a second extension, Board staff believes the jurisdiction proposed new Plans of 
Correction to be reasonable.  The jurisdiction’s requests and staff’s analyses are 
explained in the attachment matrix (Attachments 1). 
 
In addition, PRC Section 41785(h) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the ADR, such as identifying model 
policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, geography, and 
demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved alternative diversion 
requirement is required to include a summary of its progress toward meeting the ADR, as 
well as an explanation of current circumstances that support the continuation of the 
alternative requirement, in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the Board-
approved time period for the ADR [per PRC Section 41821(b)(6)]. Staff recommends the 
jurisdiction be required to submit an interim status report, as well as final report at the 
end of their extension with their Annual Report.  
 
Biomass Diversion Credit Claim: 
The County included a biomass diversion credit claim for 5,640 tons of material sent to 
Rio Bravo Biomass.  Starting in 2000, PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to 
include not more than 10 percent diversion through biomass conversion if the Board 
determines at a public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that certain 
conditions are met.  The table below identifies those conditions, and how the County has 
met them. 

 
Biomass Diversion Credit for Nevada County Unincorporated 

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1.  Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 
transformation in the same reporting year 

1.  The County’s new base year generation study did not 
include information regarding transformation activity or 
tonnage 

2.  Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively 
implement all feasible source reduction, 
recycling, and composting measures.  

2.  The County is adequately implementing diversion 
programs, as shown in Attachment 1. 

3.  The material sent to a biomass facility was 
normally disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC 
Section 41781). 

3.  The material sent by the County to the biomass facility 
mentioned above in 2003 was normally disposed by the County 
as indicated in its SRRE. 

4.  The biomass facility exclusively processes 
biomass (defined in PRC Section 40106). 

4.  The biomass facility listed above did not process any 
material not specified in statute, which includes agricultural 
crop residues; bark, lawn, yard and garden clippings; leaves, 
silviculture residue, tree and brush pruning; wood, wood chips, 
and wood waste; or non-recyclable pulp or non-recyclable 
paper materials. 
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5. The biomass facility is in compliance with all 5. The biomass facility listed above met all applicable air 
applicable air quality laws, rules, and regulations. quality laws, rules, and regulations as shown in documentation 

from their respective Air Pollution Control Districts. 
6. The ash or other residue from the facility is 6. The ash was tested regularly tested and was determined not 
regularly tested to determine if it is hazardous to be hazardous. 
waste; and, 
ash or other 

if it is determined to be hazardous, the 
residue is sent to a Class I hazardous 

waste disposal facility. 

Approving the County's 2003 biomass diversion claim of 5,640 tons results in a 
diversion rate increase of 10 percent (from 20 percent to 30 percent). Because the 
County and the biomass facilities listed above meet the criteria for claiming biomass 
diversion credit, Board staff recommends 
diversion claim for 2003. 

the Board approve the County's biomass 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant a second alternative diversion 
requirement because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41785; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction's have submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction's are making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE. 
• The jurisdiction's have submitted a second Goal Achievement Plan demonstrating 

how they will meet the alternative diversion requirements requested, including: 
the programs they will expand or start implementing, means of funding, dates of 
implementation, and estimated percent diversion for each program. 

A comprehensive list of each jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented 
diversion programs is provided in Attachments 2. Because of the jurisdiction's 
efforts to-date and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent 
diversion requirement as outlined 
staff is recommending approval 

in their respective second Goal Achievement Plan, 
of their second SB1066 (ADR) applications. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement new and expand existing diversion 
programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and expanded 
programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdiction to achieve the diversion 
requirements of PRC Section 41780. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

Page 4-5 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-4 
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 4-5 

5.  The biomass facility is in compliance with all 
applicable air quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5.  The biomass facility listed above met all applicable air 
quality laws, rules, and regulations as shown in documentation 
from their respective Air Pollution Control Districts. 

6.  The ash or other residue from the facility is 
regularly tested to determine if it is hazardous 
waste; and, if it is determined to be hazardous, the 
ash or other residue is sent to a Class I hazardous 
waste disposal facility. 

6.  The ash was tested regularly tested and was determined not 
to be hazardous. 

 
Approving the County’s 2003 biomass diversion claim of 5,640 tons results in a 
diversion rate increase of 10 percent (from 20 percent to 30 percent).  Because the 
County and the biomass facilities listed above meet the criteria for claiming biomass 
diversion credit, Board staff recommends the Board approve the County’s biomass 
diversion claim for 2003. 

  
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant a second alternative diversion 
requirement because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41785; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction’s have submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction’s are making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE. 
• The jurisdiction’s have submitted a second Goal Achievement Plan demonstrating 

how they will meet the alternative diversion requirements requested, including: 
the programs they will expand or start implementing, means of funding, dates of 
implementation, and estimated percent diversion for each program. 

 
A comprehensive list of each jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented 
diversion programs is provided in Attachments 2.  Because of the jurisdiction’s 
efforts to-date and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent 
diversion requirement as outlined in their respective second Goal Achievement Plan, 
staff is recommending approval of their second SB1066 (ADR) applications.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide.   
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement new and expand existing diversion 
programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and expanded 
programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdiction to achieve the diversion 
requirements of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
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F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41785 that allows jurisdictions to petition for a temporary alternative diversion 
requirement, thus giving them more time to implement additional diversion programs 
to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the Board the discretion 
to grant that alternative diversion rate. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics of Unincorporated Area of Nevada County 
Jurisdiction % 

White 
% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

Nevada 
County 92 4.1 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data of Unincorporated Area of Nevada County 
Jurisdiction Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals 

below poverty level 
Nevada County 45,864 59,430 8.1 

* Per household 
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representatives, there are no environmental justice issues 

Outreach. To increase participation in the new 
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of the existing, and implementation of the 
listed in this item will help to increase the 

Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 

efforts to implement programs and reduce 
as needed) by assessing the jurisdiction's efforts to 

disposal. 

Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
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efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
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F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41785 that allows jurisdictions to petition for a temporary alternative diversion 
requirement, thus giving them more time to implement additional diversion programs 
to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the Board the discretion 
to grant that alternative diversion rate. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   

 
2000 Census Data – Demographics of Unincorporated Area of Nevada County 

Jurisdiction  % 
White 

% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

Nevada 
County 92 4.1 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2 

 
2000 Census Data – Economic Data of Unincorporated Area of Nevada County 

Jurisdiction Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals 
below poverty level 

Nevada County 45,864 59,430 8.1 
* Per household 
 

• Environmental Justice Issues. 
According to the jurisdictional representatives, there are no environmental justice issues 
related to this item in this community.   
 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  To increase participation in the new 
and expanding programs, the jurisdiction will promote programs to residents and 
businesses on the availability of these new diversion programs. 

 
• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the 

additional programs and facilities listed in this item will help to increase the 
jurisdiction’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Nevada County's Second (ADR) Application Matrix 
2. Alternative Diversion Requirement Application for Nevada County 
3. Program Listing for Nevada County 
4. Resolution Number 2005-212 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Kyle Pogue Phone: (916) 341-6246 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Nevada County 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Nevada County’s Second (ADR) Application Matrix  
2. Alternative Diversion Requirement Application for Nevada County 
3. Program Listing for Nevada County  
4. Resolution Number 2005-212 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Kyle Pogue Phone:  (916) 341-6246 
B. Legal Staff:  Elliot Block Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Nevada County  
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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Nevada County's 
Second SB1066 Application (Alternative Diversion Requirement) Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Programs: 

Backyard Composting: 

• Nevada County has implemented a backyard 
composting/mulching program offered to residents 
through numerous workshops. To date, over 600 
free composting bins have been distributed and the 
County now has 36 trained master composters. 
Additionally, the City has implemented a 
vermicomposting program at the County's 
Administrative Center. Both of these programs will 
be expanded as the County will host additional 
backyard composting workshops and the 
vermicomposting facility is being expanded to a 
composting demonstration area. This program is 
only constrained by the number of participants that 
can be reached through the workshops. 

Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement: 

• Nevada County has transitioned from a very limited 
level of program implementation to offer a greatly 
expanded array of diversion programs. This 
transition has resulted in expanded diversion 
opportunities for residents, but more time is needed 
to reach full diversion potential. Additional 
backyard composting workshops need to be 
conducted to help expand diversion through this 
program. These workshops take significant time for 
preparation and promotion. 

Residential Recycling: 

• Staff feels that this program has been highly 
successful and additional workshops and promotion 
of these activities will result in additional waste 
diversion. Composting workshops do complement 
this rural county's agricultural background and 
should yield good results. 

• Staff have witnessed the County's diversion 
program transition and applauds these significant 
efforts. Their program development and maturation 
has been impressive and is being manifested in all 
sectors and affects all major material generators. 
The additional time to strive for increased diversion 
is warranted and realistic. 

Residential Curbside Greenwaste Recycling: 

• Currently County residents have access to a 
containerized curbside greenwaste program. This 
program is optional to County residents and 
currently services approximately 4100 households. 
County and waste service provider staff are 
currently working to enhance participation in this 
program through increased outreach and promotion 
of this program. 

Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement: 

• Additional time is needed to allow residents to 
understand the benefits of utilizing the curbside 
green waste program. Staff indicated that more 

• Increased participation in this program will yield 
additional diversion. This program is much more 
difficult to implement in a large rural area with less 
densely populated areas. Additionally, not all 
residents need this service if they mulch and 
compost. Burning of this material is also still 
permitted and accounts for much of this material. 
This program is still in its infancy and additional 
time is warranted to develop its full diversion 
potential. 
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Nevada County’s  
Second SB1066 Application (Alternative Diversion Requirement) Matrix 

 
 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Programs: 
 
Backyard Composting: 
 
• Nevada County has implemented a backyard 

composting/mulching program offered to residents 
through numerous workshops.  To date, over 600 
free composting bins have been distributed and the 
County now has 36 trained master composters.  
Additionally, the City has implemented a 
vermicomposting program at the County’s 
Administrative Center.  Both of these programs will 
be expanded as the County will host additional 
backyard composting workshops and the 
vermicomposting facility is being expanded to a 
composting demonstration area.  This program is 
only constrained by the number of participants that 
can be reached through the workshops.   

 
Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement: 
 
• Nevada County has transitioned from a very limited 

level of program implementation to offer a greatly 
expanded array of diversion programs.  This 
transition has resulted in expanded diversion 
opportunities for residents, but more time is needed 
to reach full diversion potential.  Additional 
backyard composting workshops need to be 
conducted to help expand diversion through this 
program.  These workshops take significant time for 
preparation and promotion.   

  

Residential Recycling: 
 
 
 
• Staff feels that this program has been highly 

successful and additional workshops and promotion 
of these activities will result in additional waste 
diversion.  Composting workshops do complement 
this rural county’s agricultural background and 
should yield good results.   

 
• Staff have witnessed the County’s diversion 

program transition and applauds these significant 
efforts.  Their program development and maturation 
has been impressive and is being manifested in all 
sectors and affects all major material generators. 
The additional time to strive for increased diversion 
is warranted and realistic.   

 

Residential Curbside Greenwaste Recycling: 

• Currently County residents have access to a 
containerized curbside greenwaste program.  This 
program is optional to County residents and 
currently services approximately 4100 households.  
County and waste service provider staff are 
currently working to enhance participation in this 
program through increased outreach and promotion 
of this program.      

 Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement: 
 
• Additional time is needed to allow residents to 

understand the benefits of utilizing the curbside 
green waste program.  Staff indicated that more 

 
 
• Increased participation in this program will yield 

additional diversion.  This program is much more 
difficult to implement in a large rural area with less 
densely populated areas.  Additionally, not all 
residents need this service if they mulch and 
compost.  Burning of this material is also still 
permitted and accounts for much of this material. 
This program is still in its infancy and additional 
time is warranted to develop its full diversion 
potential.   
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residents are subscribing to this service on an 
ongoing basis as they understand the ease of use of 
this program. Additional time is needed to further 
promote this program through outreach efforts by 
County and waste hauler staff. 

Barriers in Residential/Commercial Program: 

Residential Drop-off Recycling/Commercial Self 
Haul: 

• A drop-off recycling area at the McCourtney Road 
Transfer Station has been in existence for many 
years now. This facility will be further improved 
when this facility is redesigned to improve traffic 
flow for self-haul customers to utilize the "express 
recycling area", green waste drop-off area, and a 
planned construction material reuse/recycling area. 
The express recycling area accepts many different 
recyclable materials such as beverage containers, 
paper products and scrap metals. This facility has 
been hamstrung with logistical constraints due to 
the current traffic flow of the facility. A large 
percentage of residents and commercial customers 
self-haul waste, so traffic issues can hamper the 
ability to effectively recycle. In addition, changes 
planned and needed to improve the flow of 
materials and to add new materials to be recycled or 
reused have necessitated serious fmancial planning 
and allocation. 

Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement: 

• Additional time is needed for the McCourtney Road 
Transfer Station redesign to occur. This 
comprehensive redesign is currently being 
developed to improve traffic flow while enhancing 
diversion opportunities for residential and 
commercial self-haulers. This redesign must be 
carefully considered to ensure long-term viability of 
this facility. 

Commercial/Residential Recycling 

• Staff feels that the redesign of this facility will 
precipitate further diversion simply because it will 
be more user-friendly. For years, this facility has 
attracted a tremendous number of both residential 
and commercial self haul customers. Although it 
has continued to be consistently used by these 
constituents, design and material flow constraints, 
and the inability to accept certain materials in 
significant volume, has adversely affected diversion 
at this facility. Once the construction and 
demolition recycling area is developed, and 
improvements are made to the green waste and 
express recycling area, this facility will be able to 
provide a full array of recycling services. 

Barriers in Commercial Programs: 

Business Waste Reduction Program: 

• The County has actively reached out to businesses 
through on-site waste assessments that promote 
waste reduction and recycling programs. County 
staff promoted free paper and cardboard recycling 
available through the City's waste service provider. 
Additionally the County utilized the Board's 
CalMax program to create its own specialized 
"Nevada County Max" program. This website 
allows residents and businesses to list reusable and 

Commercial Recycling: 

• Expansion of this program is essential to the 
County's success considering that 52% of the 
material is generated by commercial sources. 
County staff have worked diligently to conduct 
waste assessments at over 200 businesses, but 
additional time is needed for further outreach in this 
area. Nevada County Max is also a key component 
of this diversion effort and increased promotion of 
this program should also help increase diversion. 
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residents are subscribing to this service on an 
ongoing basis as they understand the ease of use of 
this program.  Additional time is needed to further 
promote this program through outreach efforts by 
County and waste hauler staff.   

Barriers in Residential/Commercial Program: 
 

Residential Drop-off Recycling/Commercial Self 
Haul: 

• A drop-off recycling area at the McCourtney Road 
Transfer Station has been in existence for many 
years now.  This facility will be further improved 
when this facility is redesigned to improve traffic 
flow for self-haul customers to utilize the “express 
recycling area”, green waste drop-off area, and a 
planned construction material reuse/recycling area.  
The express recycling area accepts many different 
recyclable materials such as beverage containers, 
paper products and scrap metals.  This facility has 
been hamstrung with logistical constraints due to 
the current traffic flow of the facility.  A large 
percentage of residents and commercial customers 
self-haul waste, so traffic issues can hamper the 
ability to effectively recycle.  In addition, changes 
planned and needed to improve the flow of 
materials and to add new materials to be recycled or 
reused have necessitated serious financial planning 
and allocation.   

Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement: 
 
• Additional time is needed for the McCourtney Road 

Transfer Station redesign to occur.  This 
comprehensive redesign is currently being 
developed to improve traffic flow while enhancing 
diversion opportunities for residential and 
commercial self-haulers.  This redesign must be 
carefully considered to ensure long-term viability of 
this facility.    

 

Commercial/Residential Recycling 
 
 
 
 
 
• Staff feels that the redesign of this facility will 

precipitate further diversion simply because it will 
be more user-friendly.  For years, this facility has 
attracted a tremendous number of both residential 
and commercial self haul customers.  Although it 
has continued to be consistently used by these 
constituents, design and material flow constraints, 
and the inability to accept certain materials in 
significant volume, has adversely affected diversion 
at this facility.  Once the construction and 
demolition recycling area is developed, and 
improvements are made to the green waste and 
express recycling area, this facility will be able to 
provide a full array of recycling services.   

 

Barriers in Commercial Programs: 
 
Business Waste Reduction Program: 
 
• The County has actively reached out to businesses 

through on-site waste assessments that promote 
waste reduction and recycling programs.  County 
staff promoted free paper and cardboard recycling 
available through the City’s waste service provider.  
Additionally the County utilized the Board’s 
CalMax program to create its own specialized 
“Nevada County Max” program.  This website 
allows residents and businesses to list reusable and 

Commercial Recycling: 
  
 
 
• Expansion of this program is essential to the 

County’s success considering that 52% of the 
material is generated by commercial sources.  
County staff have worked diligently to conduct 
waste assessments at over 200 businesses, but 
additional time is needed for further outreach in this 
area.  Nevada County Max is also a key component 
of this diversion effort and increased promotion of 
this program should also help increase diversion.   
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recyclable products for free or reduced costs that 
would possibly be disposed. The constraining 
factor for the development of this program has been 
the time needed for outreach and promotion of these 
programs to businesses. 

Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement: 

• Additional time is needed to expand outreach efforts 
to businesses. The County has made significant 
progress by conducting several hundred business 
audits and needs additional time to make contact 
with more businesses to promote the existing 
recycling and waste reduction programs 

• Additional time will allow the County to approach 
businesses and increase the use of the cost free 
options available. This county has dedicated 
significant resources to these programs, utilizing the 
majority of time for one of their staff to make all 
these contacts. This effort, though it takes much 
time, is expanding business waste reduction and 
recycling programs significantly. 

Special Collection Events: 

• Numerous special events occur within Nevada 
County on an annual basis. The County has 
initiated recycling at nine of these events and will 
expand the number of events participating. A 
mobile recycling bin is provided to assist these 
events with their diversion efforts. 

Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement: 

• Additional time is needed to work with special 
events coordinators to implement diversion 
programs at the large number of events occurring on 
the West Slope of Nevada County. This time will 
allow County staff to systematically demonstrate 
special event recycling successes within the County 
that should help expand this program to other 
events. 

• Nevada County attracts thousands of visitors every 
year to a wide array of special events. Increased 
promotion of this program will yield increased 
diversion and will also provide a consistent 
recycling presence for all event attendees. 

Construction and Demolition Debris Diversion: 

A new construction and demolition debris diversion 
facility is planned for construction in 2006. This facility 
will provide an option for this waste stream that 
currently is not available on the West Slope of Nevada 
County. This facility is part of a larger redesign of the 
McCourtney Road Transfer Station that will ensure 
increased diversion for a community that has large 

• The McCourtney Road C&D recycling facility will 
be an integral part of the diversion efforts for the 
County. The Habitat for Humanity Restore 
development will be an excellent opportunity to 
divert reusable construction materials from disposal. 
Currently, diversion opportunities for this waste 
stream in the County are very limited and additional 
facilities are needed. 

numbers of residential and commercial self-haulers. In 
addition to this facility, Habitat for Humanity is planning 
to site a construction material reuse facility in the 
Nevada County area. Habitat for Humanity has 
experienced large successes in this area in neighboring 
counties. 
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recyclable products for free or reduced costs that 
would possibly be disposed.  The constraining 
factor for the development of this program has been 
the time needed for outreach and promotion of these 
programs to businesses.   
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• Additional time is needed to expand outreach efforts 

to businesses.  The County has made significant 
progress by conducting several hundred business 
audits and needs additional time to make contact 
with more businesses to promote the existing 
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• Additional time will allow the County to approach 

businesses and increase the use of the cost free 
options available.  This county has dedicated 
significant resources to these programs, utilizing the 
majority of time for one of their staff to make all 
these contacts.  This effort, though it takes much 
time, is expanding business waste reduction and 
recycling programs significantly.   

 

 
Special Collection Events: 
 
• Numerous special events occur within Nevada 

County on an annual basis.  The County has 
initiated recycling at nine of these events and will 
expand the number of events participating.  A 
mobile recycling bin is provided to assist these 
events with their diversion efforts.   

Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement:  
 
• Additional time is needed to work with special 

events coordinators to implement diversion 
programs at the large number of events occurring on 
the West Slope of Nevada County.  This time will 
allow County staff to systematically demonstrate 
special event recycling successes within the County 
that should help expand this program to other 
events.    

 
 
 
• Nevada County attracts thousands of visitors every 

year to a wide array of special events.  Increased 
promotion of this program will yield increased 
diversion and will also provide a consistent 
recycling presence for all event attendees.     

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Construction and Demolition Debris Diversion: 
 
A new construction and demolition debris diversion 
facility is planned for construction in 2006.  This facility 
will provide an option for this waste stream that 
currently is not available on the West Slope of Nevada 
County.  This facility is part of a larger redesign of the 
McCourtney Road Transfer Station that will ensure 
increased diversion for a community that has large 
numbers of residential and commercial self-haulers.  In 
addition to this facility, Habitat for Humanity is planning 
to site a construction material reuse facility in the 
Nevada County area.  Habitat for Humanity has 
experienced large successes in this area in neighboring 
counties. 
 
 
 

 
• The McCourtney Road C&D recycling facility will 

be an integral part of the diversion efforts for the 
County. The Habitat for Humanity Restore 
development will be an excellent opportunity to 
divert reusable construction materials from disposal.   
Currently, diversion opportunities for this waste 
stream in the County are very limited and additional 
facilities are needed.     
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Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement: 

• Additional time is needed to ensure that the C&D • The County must carefully evaluate the feasibility 
recycling facility at the McCourtney Road Transfer of this facility to ensure long-term diversion 
Station is adequately planned and developed to 
ensure proper traffic flow at this highly utilized 
facility. 

solutions for the County's greenwaste. 

Compost Facility: 

• The County is currently evaluating the feasibility of 
siting a compost facility within the County. In the 
meantime, all green waste captured through the 
curbside green waste program and the green waste 
drop off facility at the McCourtney Road Transfer 
Station is guaranteed for diversion by the contracted 
waste service provider. 

Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement: 

• Additional time is needed for the County's contract 
consultant to complete this feasibility study. Once 
this study is completed, the County will need to 
evaluate all the options presented to arrive at a 
solution that fits the greenwaste diversion needs of 
the community. 

Other reasons for Alternative Diversion Other programs: 
Requirement: 

General Diversion Program Monitoring and 
Diversion Measurement 

• The County feels that the diversion measurement • Rural jurisdictions have historically expressed 
methodology utilized by the Board does not concern regarding the accuracy of a diversion rate 
accurately reflect the diversion the County is methodology that uses taxable sales and 
achieving. employment factors because tax dollars and jobs 

often times flow out of these counties to urban 
centers. 

• The County will focus its efforts on developing and • Staff agrees that this rural jurisdiction should focus 
enhancing its diversion programs that divert tonnage on refming its diversion programs prior to investing 
away from landfills. Towards the conclusion of this 
program development, the County will again 
evaluate and characterize their waste stream and 
also work to establish a new base year that better 
reflects their significant efforts at diversion. 

resources in measuring their diversion rate. 

• County staff is confident that the 50% diversion rate • Staff concurs with the County's assessment. 
will be achieved through these programs. Program implementation will provide diversion 

opportunities for all residential, commercial and 
construction waste generators. 
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Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement:  
 
• Additional time is needed to ensure that the C&D 

recycling facility at the McCourtney Road Transfer 
Station is adequately planned and developed to 
ensure proper traffic flow at this highly utilized 
facility.   

 
Compost Facility: 
 
• The County is currently evaluating the feasibility of 

siting a compost facility within the County.  In the 
meantime, all green waste captured through the 
curbside green waste program and the green waste 
drop off facility at the McCourtney Road Transfer 
Station is guaranteed for diversion by the contracted 
waste service provider.   

 
Reasons for Alternative Diversion Requirement:  
 
• Additional time is needed for the County’s contract 

consultant to complete this feasibility study.  Once 
this study is completed, the County will need to 
evaluate all the options presented to arrive at a 
solution that fits the greenwaste diversion needs of 
the community.   

 

 
 
 
• The County must carefully evaluate the feasibility 

of this facility to ensure long-term diversion 
solutions for the County’s greenwaste.   

Other reasons for Alternative Diversion 
Requirement: 
 
General Diversion Program Monitoring and 
Diversion Measurement 
 
• The County feels that the diversion measurement 

methodology utilized by the Board does not 
accurately reflect the diversion the County is 
achieving.   

 
 
 
• The County will focus its efforts on developing and 

enhancing its diversion programs that divert tonnage 
away from landfills.  Towards the conclusion of this 
program development, the County will again 
evaluate and characterize their waste stream and 
also work to establish a new base year that better 
reflects their significant efforts at diversion. 

 
• County staff is confident that the 50% diversion rate 

will be achieved through these programs. 
  

Other programs: 
 
 
 
 
 
• Rural jurisdictions have historically expressed 

concern regarding the accuracy of a diversion rate 
methodology that uses taxable sales and 
employment factors because tax dollars and jobs 
often times flow out of these counties to urban 
centers.  

 
• Staff agrees that this rural jurisdiction should focus 

on refining its diversion programs prior to investing 
resources in measuring their diversion rate.    

 
 
 
 
 
• Staff concurs with the County’s assessment.  

Program implementation will provide diversion 
opportunities for all residential, commercial and 
construction waste generators.   
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Plan of Correction Staff s Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

1010-SR-BCM, Backyard Composting: 
The County will offer additional backyard composting 
workshops to be conducted at a composting 
demonstration area at the County Administrative 
Center. These workshops also include the promotion 
of vermicomposting and are conducted by master 
composters from the County. 

Additional diversion will be achieved 
through backyard composting workshops 
due to the historic response to previous 
workshops. Since the County developed 
this program over 600 compost bins have 
been distributed to workshop attendees. 

1% 

1020-SR-BWR, Business Source Reduction: 
The County has developed a resource exchange 
program called NevCoMax. This program is modeled 
after the CalMax program and promotes the reuse and 
recycling of materials through an on-line resource 
exchange program. Additionally, waste assessments 
are conducted at businesses to help promote the use of 
NevCoMax and other waste reduction strategies 
including a focus on deconstruction as a method of 
enhancing the recycling and reuse of building 
materials. The County has also retained a 
composting expert to work with wineries, horse 
ranches, stables and farming operations to facilitate 
manure exchanges and on-site composting practices. 

Many businesses and residents are 
currently using this free materials 
exchange program that has resulted in 
many materials being diverted from 
disposal. Increased promotion of this 
program in conjunction with waste 
assessments should help increase 
business source reduction activities. 
Also, the promotion of agricultural waste 
reduction strategies should facilitate 
diversion in this rural county. 

1.5% 

2010-RC-DRP/2040-RC-SFH 
Residential Drop-off and Commercial Self-haul: 
Residential and commercial self-haulers will have a 
more efficient way to recycle at the McCourtney Road 
Transfer Station. The County is planning a redesign 
of this facility to more effeciently use the green waste 
drop-off area, the planned construction and demolition 
material drop-off area, and the reuse drop-off area. 

The increased efficiency of this facility 
should result in increased diversion for a 
community that has a large percentage of 
the residential and commercial 
population that self-hauls their waste and 
recyclables. 

1% 

2080-RC-SPE, Special Collection Events: 
The County is working to expand special event 
recycling at its numerous annual events. In 2004, 
nine events had recycling options and the County 
plans to expand that number in future years. One 
large component of that process is the County 
fairground that is working to establish recycling at all 
events held there. The County also has a mobile 
recycling bin that can be utilized by special events. 

Expansion of this program should yield 
additional diversion while also 
promoting a consistent recycling theme 
at special events within the County. This 
consistent recycling message has farther 
reaching implications than just Nevada 
County as attendees come from all areas 
of the State. 

0.5% 

3000-CM-RSG, Residential Curbside Greenwaste: 
Containerized curbside greenwaste service is now 
available in all unincorporated areas of the County. 
Currently, 4,000 households received this service and 
the County plans to expand the number of participants 
through increased promotion of the program. 

County staff has indicated that number of 
participants in this program is increasing 
regularly. Additional promotion of this 
program and the ease of use should 
facilitate growth and additional 
diversion. 

1% 
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1010-SR-BCM, Backyard Composting:   
The County will offer additional backyard composting 
workshops to be conducted at a composting 
demonstration area at the County Administrative 
Center.  These workshops also include the promotion 
of vermicomposting and are conducted by master 
composters from the County.       

 
Additional diversion will be achieved 
through backyard composting workshops 
due to the historic response to previous 
workshops.  Since the County developed 
this program over 600 compost bins have 
been distributed to workshop attendees.   

  
1% 

1020-SR-BWR, Business Source Reduction:  
The County has developed a resource exchange 
program called NevCoMax.  This program is modeled 
after the CalMax program and promotes the reuse and 
recycling of materials through an on-line resource 
exchange program.  Additionally, waste assessments 
are conducted at businesses to help promote the use of 
NevCoMax and other waste reduction strategies 
including a focus on deconstruction as a method of 
enhancing the recycling and reuse of building 
materials.   The County has also retained a 
composting expert to work with wineries, horse 
ranches, stables and farming operations to facilitate 
manure exchanges and on-site composting practices.     

 
Many businesses and residents are 
currently using this free materials 
exchange program that has resulted in 
many materials being diverted from 
disposal.  Increased promotion of this 
program in conjunction with waste 
assessments should help increase 
business source reduction activities.  
Also, the promotion of agricultural waste 
reduction strategies should facilitate 
diversion in this rural county.       

  
1.5% 

2010-RC-DRP/2040-RC-SFH   
Residential Drop-off and Commercial Self-haul:  
Residential and commercial self-haulers will have a 
more efficient way to recycle at the McCourtney Road 
Transfer Station.  The County is planning a redesign 
of this facility to more effeciently use the green waste 
drop-off area, the planned construction and demolition 
material drop-off area, and the reuse drop-off area.   

 
The increased efficiency of this facility 
should result in increased diversion for a 
community that has a large percentage of 
the residential and commercial 
population that self-hauls their waste and 
recyclables.   

  
1% 

2080-RC-SPE, Special Collection Events:  
The County is working to expand special event 
recycling at its  numerous annual events.  In 2004, 
nine events had recycling options and the County 
plans to expand that number in future years.  One 
large component of that process is the County 
fairground that is working to establish recycling at all 
events held there.  The County also has a mobile 
recycling bin that can be utilized by special events.   

 
Expansion of this program should yield 
additional diversion while also 
promoting a consistent recycling theme 
at special events within the County.  This 
consistent recycling message has farther 
reaching implications than just Nevada 
County as attendees come from all areas 
of the State.   

 
0.5% 

3000-CM-RSG, Residential Curbside Greenwaste:  
Containerized curbside greenwaste service is now 
available in all unincorporated areas of the County.  
Currently, 4,000 households received this service and 
the County plans to expand the number of participants 
through increased promotion of the program.   

 
County staff has indicated that number of 
participants in this program is increasing 
regularly.  Additional promotion of this 
program and the ease of use should 
facilitate growth and additional 
diversion.  

  
1% 
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4060-SP-CAR, Construction and Demolition: 
The County is currently working to design a mixed 
construction and demolition debris facility at the 
McCourtney Road Transfer Station. This is essential 
to the County as facilities for this type of diversion are 
very limited on the Western slope. A C&D diversion 
Ordinance will be developed to complement this 
facility. 

This will be an integral part of the 
comprehensive McCourtney Road 
facility. Although it is anticipated that 
this aspect of the facility will not be 
available to the public until 2006, this is 
an essential improvement that will ensure 
long-term viability of C&D recycling. 

0% 

7030-FR-CMF, Composting Facility 
The County is evaluating the possible siting of a 
compost facility. Currently, all greenwaste material is 
hauled by the waste service provider to Sacramento 
County for processing and diversion. 

Development of a compost facility could 
help more effectively divert organic 
material and help ensure an on-going 
outlet for this material type. This 
facility, if developed, would fall outside 
of the SB1066 timeframe, but could 
result in a sustainable, long-term 
diversion opportunity for the County. 

0% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 30% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 35% 

Support Programs 

5000-ED-ELC, Electronic Promotion: 
The County promotes diversion programs through its 
website, recycling hotline, and public service 
announcements on two local radio stations. This 
promotion will apply to the programs listed above. 

Expanded and continuous promotion of these diversion 
programs is necessary to maximize participation and ensure 
increased diversion. 

5010-ED-PRN: Print: 
The County will expand its print promotional 
materials through ads, pamphlets, fact sheets and 
meeting hand outs in an effort to expand participation 
in all diversion programs. 

The County has done an excellent job to develop this type 
of outreach material and will continue to expand this facet 
of their waste diversion promotion program. 

5020-ED-OUT: Outreach: The County will 
continue the support and encouragement of increased 
source reduction and recycling activities at previously 
assessed businesses; and promote WRAP awards and 
NevCoMax. A portal from the County's website into 
CalMax is also being developed. Future business 
consortiums will focus on deconstruction as a method 
to increase building material recovery. 

These outreach activities have been arduous to develop, but 
have proved popular with the constituent community. 
These kinds of contacts and follow-up pay huge dividends 
in waste reduction and recycling. The County reports that 
WRAP awards and the material exchange programs are 
very popular. 

6020-PI-ORD, Ordinances: 
County staff is currently working to develop a 
construction and demolition debris recycling 
ordinance that will complement the planned C&D 
processing facility to be located at the McCourtney 
Road Transfer Station. 

The adoption of this ordinance is a foundational element to 
the success of the construction and demolition debris 
recycling facility. 

Feasibility Study: 
The County continues to investigate the feasibility of 
siting a materials reuse area at the McCourtney Road 
Transfer Station. This facility would target reusable 
products that could be sold or donated. 

This facility would be a beneficial addition to the planned 
comprehensive redesign of the highly used McCourtney 
Road Transfer Station. Reuse areas such as this have 
proven to be effective diversion programs for a number of 
jurisdictions throughout the State. 
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4060-SP-CAR, Construction and Demolition: 
The County is currently working to design a mixed 
construction and demolition debris facility at the 
McCourtney Road Transfer Station.  This is essential 
to the County as facilities for this type of diversion are 
very limited on the Western slope.  A C&D diversion 
Ordinance will be developed to complement this 
facility.       

 
This will be an integral part of the 
comprehensive McCourtney Road 
facility.  Although it is anticipated that 
this aspect of the facility will not be 
available to the public until 2006, this is 
an essential improvement that will ensure 
long-term viability of C&D recycling.   

 
0% 

7030-FR-CMF, Composting Facility 
The County is evaluating the possible siting of a 
compost facility.  Currently, all greenwaste material is 
hauled by the waste service provider to Sacramento 
County for processing and diversion.      

 
Development of a compost facility could 
help more effectively divert organic 
material and help ensure an on-going 
outlet for this material type.  This 
facility, if developed, would fall outside 
of the SB1066 timeframe, but could 
result in a sustainable, long-term 
diversion opportunity for the County. 

 
0% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 30% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  35% 

 
Support Programs  

5000-ED-ELC, Electronic Promotion: 
The County promotes diversion programs through its 
website, recycling hotline, and public service 
announcements on two local radio stations.  This 
promotion will apply to the programs listed above.   

 
Expanded and continuous promotion of these diversion 
programs is necessary to maximize participation and ensure 
increased diversion.   

5010-ED-PRN:  Print: 
The County will expand its print promotional 
materials through ads, pamphlets, fact sheets and 
meeting hand outs in an effort to expand participation 
in all diversion programs.    

 
The County has done an excellent job to develop this type 
of outreach material and will continue to expand this facet 
of their waste diversion promotion program.   
 

5020-ED-OUT: Outreach: The County will 
continue the support and encouragement of increased 
source reduction and recycling activities at previously 
assessed businesses; and promote WRAP awards and 
NevCoMax.  A portal from the County’s website into 
CalMax is also being developed.  Future business 
consortiums will focus on deconstruction as a method 
to increase building material recovery. 

These outreach activities have been arduous to develop, but 
have proved popular with the constituent community.  
These kinds of contacts and follow-up pay huge dividends 
in waste reduction and recycling.  The County reports that 
WRAP awards and the material exchange programs are 
very popular. 
 

6020-PI-ORD, Ordinances: 
County staff is currently working to develop a 
construction and demolition debris recycling 
ordinance that will complement the planned C&D 
processing facility to be located at the McCourtney 
Road Transfer Station.    

 
The adoption of this ordinance is a foundational element to 
the success of the construction and demolition debris 
recycling facility.   

Feasibility Study: 
The County continues to investigate the feasibility of 
siting a materials reuse area at the McCourtney Road 
Transfer Station.  This facility would target reusable 
products that could be sold or donated.   

 
This facility would be a beneficial addition to the planned 
comprehensive redesign of the highly used McCourtney 
Road Transfer Station.  Reuse areas such as this have 
proven to be effective diversion programs for a number of 
jurisdictions throughout the State.   
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return It to your Office of Local Assistance (01..A) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by 01_,A staff. When all documentation' has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to proparc for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to; 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95512-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this decurnent is true and correct to the best of my 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name County 

Nevada County 

kgi:Jrized Signature 

..... 

Title 

blrector. Department of Transportation and Sanitation 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Michael P, Hill-Weld 

Date 

June 20, 2005 

Phone 

(530) 265.1411 

Person ComplatIng This Forrn (please print or type) 

Tracey M. Harper 
Jim Greco 

title 

kecycling Coordinator 

owner/Principal, California Waste Associates 

Phone 

(530) 4;0-2585 
(916) 933-2327 

E-mail Address 

Tr;iccy,liarper(4).colicva(11.6.11s 
jgwaste(q.::101.corti 

Fax 

(530) 26-9849 

MO 933-3157 

Mailing Address 

950 Makiu Avenue 

P.O. Box 5177 

City 

Nevada City 

El Dorado Hills 

81ate 

CA 

CA 

ZIP Code 

9595943600 

95072 
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Section 0—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Pacillty Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

7 Yes. If yes, then eligible fora TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

El Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _ 

Is this a second request? ❑ No cji Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

El Alternative Diversion Requirement Request l(Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested 35% 1̀/0, for the years 2005 . 

Is this a second ADR request? El No lE] Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR Will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 'I, 2005. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's prbgress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additiOnal information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort" The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1) 

1. Why does your Jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

Not Applicable 

, . ...... .. 
2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in - 

the Jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

3. Describe your Jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in Its SRRE. 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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. .. 
Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort•" The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each resbonse to the appropriate cell number (e g., 111B-I.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome, 
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1) Several programs have been implemented and expanded, including programs identified in the 1st SB 1066 
request for a time extension, To date Nevada County has implemented the following programs:  

Bus,ness waste assessments are offered at no charge and to date over 200 businesses have been assisted in 
starting and/or expanded recycling programs. In 2004, nine large venues (2-5 day events) were assisted, and in 
2005 the Fairgrounds, County and haulers are expanding these efforts to outreach to all organizers that hire out the 
facility. A new brochure was developed and being distributed. Technical assistance is provided to large-acreage 
farmers, vineyard operators, and livestock owners to enable them to manage organic materials on-site. Staff works 
closely with area schools to start up and increase recycling; efforts and is supported by the Superintendent of 
Schools. Since August 2004, 13 schools have received free technical assistance, including setting up or expanding 
programs, free bins, help setting up free recycling service with Waste Management, literature, assemblies, lectures, 
grant writing assistance and other assistance as requested, Many area schools also have specialized collection 
programs including lunch room recycling, computer and electronics recycling, paint recycling, grasscycling, 
vermicompostIng, etc. Due to the efforts of County staff, the Nevada Union Joint High School District recently 
passed a Green Procurement and Sustainable Practices pblicy which allowed them to be competitive in securing 
$100,000 in grant funding for a synthetic playing field made' from crumb rubber. In May 2005, the County offered 
local schools an opportunity for a free assembly program on waste reduction and recycling. Public outreach has 
been aggressively pursued. A few examples include: a new recycling guide, which was mailed to over 25,000 
households, a holiday waste reduction campaign which waS conducted through a mass mail reaching 40,000 
Western Nevada County residents. A greenwaste curbside! program is now offered to residents located in the 
unincorporated areas and over 4,100 people are participating in the program. New materials were added to the 
recycling program beginning January 1, 2004 - waxy milk and juice cartons, plastics # 3 - 7, and aseptic packaging. 
Nevada County contracts with the UCCE to train Master Gardeners to be Master Composters_ Twelve composting 
workshops are held a year and over 600 free composting bins have been distributed, A permanent Household 
Hazardous Waste Facility is planned to open in the summer of 2005. A used oil granulator program now offers 
citizens an opportunity to recycle their empty used oil and antifreeze containers. Many special collection events 
have been held and have resulted in the following being recycled: over 6,000 tires, 54.7 tons of electronics, 320 
burn barrels, and 1,200 propane tanks. 

Yet given all these efforts, the County's diversion rate has decreased to 30% (including biomass) for 2003 
according to the CIWMB diversion rate measurement (DRM) adjustment methodology (AM). The accuracy of the 
AM default DRM method continues to concern the County. The County feels that waste generation is under-
estimated by the methodology. In support of this presumption, the County's per capita waste generation was 4.72 
ppd in 2003, and is much less than the Statewide average Of 11 ppd. Although the County continues to be 
confused with the default diversion rate result, it is committed to program implementation. 

2) Some of the programs selected in the 1st SB 1066 TEFk were facility-based and dependent upon a 
development process involving feasibility studies, concept design, securing support (both public and political), and 
ensuring cost-effectiveness. These programs included the development of a reuse facility, compost facility, and 
expansion of drop-off areas at the McCourtney Road Transfer Station (MRTS). Several of these programs involve 
large capital expenditures and have taken longer than anticipated to implement fully. More research and analysis is 
being conducted to justify the large expenditures. As a rural: County of roughly 95,000 residents (including 
incorporated cities), large capital expenditures need to be carefully considered. The County is fully committed to 
achieving the most diversion possible that is reasonable and feasible for a County of its size. For example, the 
reuse facility cost estimates have risen substantially to over $600,000, as originally conceptualized. The diversion 
that can reasonably be anticipated from this program may or} may not warrant this large expenditure. Therefore, the 

• County is conducting more research and analysis to determihe the anticipated diversion of materials from this type 
of program before constructing a facility. At the same time, the County is committed to implementing effective 
diversion programs. Additional time is needed to assess the feasibility of the identified facilities and whether 
selected program expansions can achieve the targeted diversion rate. Also, the County is pursuing alternatives to 
facilitate reuse and salvage prior to constructing more costlyipermanent facilities. These alternatives include drop-
off zones at the MRTS for reusable materials and C& D debris. 
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2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

The County is requesting a 35% ADR, because the full implementation of some programs (e.g., C & D diversion) 
will not be operational until later in 2005 and thereafter. Thus, a number of these programs will not be able to affect 
the generated waste stream to any significant extent by the end of 2005. However, they are included in the GAP in 
order to identify goal-oriented programs beyond 2005. These facilities may Include a compost facility and a new 
reuse facility. An expansion of drop-off areas at the MRTS for C & D will not be completed in 2005. These facility-
based diversion programs will enhance the County's capability to reach the 50% requirement after January 1, 2006. 
However, the programs Identified in the GAP are reasonably expected to enable the County to reach an ADR of 
35% by December 31, 2005, Because the current DRM methodology is suspect, the County is focused on program 
implementation and desires to be evaluated on program implementation, 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

Please see the Annual Reports submitted by the County for the Years 2002 and 2003 for a lengthy discussion of 
program implementation. The County is fully committed to imaximizing diversion, The County has implemented a 
curbside green waste program that requires its franchised Solid waste hauler to guarantee 100% diversion of 
collected materials, The County continues to study the feasibility, including the economics, of implementing a 
compost facility locally. Since the 15I SB 1066 request was approved, the County negotiated a new agreement with 
its solid waste service provider. The new agreement facilitated increased diversion of yard waste and wood waste 
through chipping, grinding, and using the material as a landscaping product and as a biomass fuel in 2004. Thus, 
the County already is making progress with its diversion achievement effectiveness even though this impact is not 
ca turec by ie time frame of preparingthis 2" SB 1066 re uest from a 2003 diversion rate base, 
4. Describe any relevant circumstances In the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

A) The County's integrated waste management program includes outreach, business waste 
assessments, materials exchange opportunities, schools, special event recycling, tire amnesty events, a 
permanent Household Hazardous Waste facility, and used oil quart container recycling - all elements that 
are cutting edge - in particular with regard to rural jurisdictions. While stilt exhibiting the characteristics of 
a rural County, the County is still pursuing the implementation of programs that may or may not turn out to 
be feasible. i 

B) in lieu of spending more resources both in terms of staff time and money on yet another Solid Waste 
Generation Study (SWGS) to update the Year 2000 SWGS, the County is emphasizing program 
development and implementation. Consistent with the intent of AB 939, the County is striving to divert 
materials to a higher and better use. For local governments to implement programs that will have that 
effect, the County Is using its limited resources to implement programs rather than to develop a more 
accurate diversion rate number than the one produced by the default adjustment method. The County 
believes that researching, developing, and implementing programs Is more important than re-creating a 
diversion rate measurement system dependent upon estimating waste generation. The responsibility to 
create an accurate diversion rate percentage, if the default method should not fall on the shoulders of 
small, rural, local governments. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 

description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension_ 
Attach additional shoots if necessaty. 
— - 

Residential % 
1 

Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use tho Board's 
Program Typos. The 
Program Glossary Is 
online at: 

wvivv.ciwmb.ca.govi 
LGContral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

Not Applicaole 

Total Estimated DiversiOn Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section IV B—GOAL. ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 

Maar additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % 48% Non-residential % 52% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Typos. The Program 
Glossary Is online at: 

www.crwmb,ca.govILG 
ContraVPARIS/Codesi 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
; 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

1010 Backyard 
Composting 

Expand 

Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching. The 
UCCE Master Composter prograrri was Initiated and 
Is solely funded by Nevada County Recycles. To date, 
over 600 composting bins have been distributed at 
workshops and there are 36 trained master 
oomposters, Numerous workshops and outreach is 
conducted by virtue of this program. The program 
has been expanded by Increasing the number of 
workshops offered by 50%. More promotion is being 
conducted through radio and ads :A vermlcomposting 
garden has been constructed and has been operating 
at the County Administrative Center (CAC) for a few 
years. The garden is under expansion to include a 
composting demonstration area. Composting 
workshops have been conducted at the CAC. Once 
the demonstration garden is open0, more 
composting workshops will be heldi Through this 
program the Countyls leading ay example.  

Parcel Charges 7/1105 and 
continuing 

1% 

1020 Rosiness Waste 
Reduction 

Expand 

Materials Exchange (NevCoMAX) & Business 
Outreach, The County has conducted several 
business waste consortiums to promote a "free" 
business waste assessment progrdm. Future 
consortiums will focus on the construction industry to 
show how they can help the County achieve a 50% 
diversion rate by diverting materials from disposal for 
reuse, recycling, and by deconstrudtion versus 
demolition. NevCoMAX, Nevada County's material 
exchange, is linked into CaIMAX, and Is a popular 
website feature. Waste Assessments are conducted 
and over 200 businesses have been assisted since 
the program's Inception. 

On-Site Composting. The County has retained a 
composting expert to provide workshops and one-on-
one technical assistance to larger abreage 
landowners to show how to divert Materials far 
composting or how to set up a manure exchange with 
a partner. Facilities such as wineries, horse ranches 
and stables, farming and ranch operations are all 
targets of this fully implemented prOgram, 

Parcel Charges 12/31/05 and 
continuing 

1.5% 

2010/2040 Residential 
Drop-off and 
Commercial Selfhaul 

Expand 

Express Recycling. This operation has become part 
of a larger McCourtney Road Transfer Station 
(MRTS) redesign to ensure synergy, between the 
different processes including expreSs recycling, green 
waste drop-off, C&D drop-off, reuse drop-off, and 
disposal. The overall goal of the redesign is to 
maximize diversion and reduce disposal to the . 
greatest extent possible. 

Tipping Foos 12/31/05 1% 
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2080 Special Collection 
Events 

FAX NO. : Jun. 22 2005 139 : 38AM P1 Q 
Agenda Item 4 

Attachment 2 

Expand 
Nevada County special event recycling is expanding 
each season. Last season nine large events were 
assisted in setting up recycling. Once again the 
County, Fairgrounds and the Waste Hauler are 
working together to ensure recycling efforts are 
Implemented. The fairgound buildings and 
maintenance staff are stepping up to the plate to 
assist in recycling and are regularly setting out bins 
for special events The fairgroundicontract manager is 
actively working with the County and all the 
organizers to increase recycling opportunities during 
events. A brochure was recently developed to hand 
out to people who contract at the iairgounds for 
events and will be distributed throUgh other venue 
operators. A bin bank of containers has been made 
available to special event organizers In order to divert 
recyclables. 

Tipping Fees . 12/31/05 0.5% 

3010 Residential 
Curbside Yard Wvle 
Collection 

Expand 

Curbside Greenwaste Collection, In 2004. the 
curbside green waste collection peogram was fully 
available in the unincorporated areas, Over 4,000 
people are signed up for this progrIam. Staff will 
increase promotion of this prograiti thoughout the 
remainder of the year via radio and print, This 
material is being diverted through a facility outside of 
the County; however, the County is investigating the 
feasibility of Implementing a cempesting facility within 
the County.  

Parcel Charges 
and Tipping 
Fees 

12/31/05 and 
continuing 

1% 
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FROM FAX NO. : Jun. 22 2005 09: -.3.8AM P11 
oard Meeting Agenda Item 4 

August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2 

4060 C8D Divemion 

7030 Compost Facility 

New 

New 

Design of a Construction and DeMolltion Materials 
Recovery Facility. The County is taking incremental 
steps toward diverting mixed C8,D material for reuse 
and recycling_ At present, there iS no .eisting C&D 
infrastructure in We tern Nevada County to capture 
the 12,000 annual tons of C&D materials currently 
disposed at the MRTS. The County will consider the 
following when designing the C&D facility: customer 
concerns for ease to utilize facility:, the highest best 
use of material as processed, arid the future 
developmenet of a C&D ordinance to require use of 
the facility once developed. The County is working 
towards the elimination in the gap!of service In regard 
to C&D waste recovery while staying keenly aware of 
the financial responsibility to provide the most 
effective and efficient service to the local community. 
The design Should be completed by 12/31/05, 
Construction for site improvernentS and the new C&D 
facility will begin in 2006. A C&D brdience will be 
prepared and Implemented in coordination with the 
development of the infrastructure.; 

Habitat for Humanity Restore (H4IR) - Through 
discussions with the County, the !boat HHR affililate is 
planning to operate a Restore. This operation will 
focus more on relatively unblemished materials, while 
the operation being investigated f8r the MRTS will 
focus more on salvaged goods. 

Composting Facility, Aerobic, Windrow. The County 
has been Investigating composting. Matt Cotton of 
integrated Waste Management Consulting has been 
conducting Part 1 of a feasibility study for the County. 
In the meantime, the current franchise hauler is 
required to guarantee 100% diverSion of green/wood 
waste material from the green/world waste area the 
hauler operates. Depending upon: the results of the 
study, the County may or may not Implement a 
composting facility within the County. The County 
may elect to continue with shipping the material out of 
the County for diversion if It is more cost-effective to 
do so. 

Parcel Charges 

Parcel Charges 
and Tipping 
Fees 

12/31/05 (for 
design) 

12/31/05 (for 
study) 

0% 

0% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
5% 

Current Diversion 'Rate Percent 

i.._ 

Front Latest Annual Report  

30% 
Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  ' 

35% 
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FROM : FAX NO. Jun. 22 2E105 38RM P12 
, , Board Meeting Agenda Item 4 

August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

iDESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5000 Electronic 

Expanded 

The County will continue to promote backyard composting, 
business waste reduction, increased participation in residential 
curbside prograrris through its website, hotline, and public service 
announcements that air regularly on two local radio stations. 

12/31/05, Ongoing 

... 

5010 Print Expanded 

The County planS to enhance its print media material and Increase 
exposure opportUnities to distribute print material (ads, pamphlets, 
fact sheets, and Meeting handouts). 

12/31/05, Ongoing 

5020 Outreach 

6020 Ordinances 

5020 Outreach (Feasibility Study) 

Expanded 

New 

New 

Continue the support and encouragement of Increased source 
reduction activities by previously assessed businesses; promote 
WRAP and NevCoMAX. The County held annual business 
consortiums to promote NevCoMAX and the free waste 
assessment program offered. Future consortiums will focus on 
educating the construction industry on how they can help Nevada 
County get to 50% by diverting materials from disposal for reuse, 
recycling and by deconstruction versus demolition. A Nevada 
County portal into CaIMAX was created and is a popular website. 

County staff Is currently working on the development of a C&ID 
ordinance to act As a backbone measure for the ND recycling 
facility to be developed in spring/:summer 2006. The local 
Contrecoes Asso0ation, government officials from the County and 
incorporated cities as well as all other industry stakeholders will be 
Invited to participhte in a working group to develop the ordinance. 
The county, In partnership with the local Contractors' Association, 
will develop an ektensive education campaign once the ordinance 
is ready for Implernentation. This campaign will teach contractors 
of the requirement to divert C&D materials In addition to how 
materials must be received for processing. In addition, the 
County anticipateS conducting workshops an green building, C&D 
reuse arid deconetruction. County staff realizes the importance of 
a C&D ordinance 'and has been activley investigating its 
development. ' 

The County continues to investigate the feasibility of constructing 
and implementlngIa reuse facility at the FARTS, This facility will 
target reusable materials otherwise destined for disposal that are 
brought in by building contractors and other "self-haulers," Thus 
far, the project hat turned Into a larger effort to redesign the 
transfer station to accommodate more diversion activities fn an 
integrated and holistic fashion, The County is explOring interim 
alternatives to facilitate reuse and salvage prior to building a 
permanent 5,000 aq. ft. structure. 

12/31/05, Ongoing 

12/31/05 
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FROM : FAX rILI. : Meeting 2005 09:39AM Pi  Jun. 22 
Agenda Item 4 

August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2 

Section V — PARIS  

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout asipart of the evaluation of your request Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the Program Implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.govILGCentealIPARISI 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 4 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Nevada-Unincorporated June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

1000-SR-XGC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF SI 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV N N 1990 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 4 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Nevada-Unincorporated June 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 1000-SR-XGC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF SI 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV N N 1990 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut



Board Meeting Agenda Item 4 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Nevada-Unincorporated June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH N N NA Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

3000-CM-RCG N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA PF PF Al 
Food Waste Composting 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO D 8 DE 8 DE 2 DE 2 DE 2 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 4 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Nevada-Unincorporated June 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH N N NA AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3030-CM-CSG N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA PF PF AI 
 Food Waste Composting 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO D 8 DE 8 DE 2 DE 2 DE 2 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 4 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Nevada-Unincorporated June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 4 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Nevada-Unincorporated June 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 4 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Nevada-Unincorporated June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

7000-FR-MRF N Y NA SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7020-FR-TST Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

8010-TR-BIO N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Biomass 

8020-TR-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D 7 DE 7 
Tires 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-HH-CSC N N 1997 NA NA Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Curbside Collection 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 4 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Nevada-Unincorporated June 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y NA SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7020-FR-TST Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8010-TR-BIO N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Biomass 

 8020-TR-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D 7 DE 7 
 Tires 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N N 1997 NA NA AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Curbside Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 4 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Office of Local Assistance Page 5 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Nevada-Unincorporated June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995   1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Sicted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 

city was not incorporated or city 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Nevada-Unincorporated June 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-212 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application By The 
Unincorporated Area Of Nevada County 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved the above-listed jurisdiction's first SB1066 
Alternative Diversion Requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdiction has subsequently found that they need additional time to either 
implement, fully implement, or expand those programs described in their second SB1066 
Alternative Diversion Requirement request; and 

WHEREAS, based on staffs review of the jurisdiction's progress to-date in implementing the 
programs described in their first Goal Achievement Plan, Board staff believes that the 
jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time 
to either implement, fully implement, or expand the programs described in its second Plan of 
Correction; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdiction has submitted the necessary information and documentation 
required in a completed SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application; 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent diversion 
credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a public hearing, 
based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that section are met; and 

WHEREAS, this jurisdiction has claimed 10 percent or less of biomass diversion credit for 
2003, and has submitted documentation demonstrating they have met the conditions specified in 
PRC Section 41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the jurisdiction's 
second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application for a second extension through 
December 31, 2005, to implement their SRRE and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement 
and that the Unincorporated Area of Nevada County has met the conditions for claiming biomass 
diversion credit. 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-212 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application By The 
Unincorporated Area Of Nevada County  
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved the above-listed jurisdiction’s first SB1066 
Alternative Diversion Requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdiction has subsequently found that they need additional time to either 
implement, fully implement, or expand those programs described in their second SB1066 
Alternative Diversion Requirement request; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on staff’s review of the jurisdiction’s progress to-date in implementing the 
programs described in their first Goal Achievement Plan, Board staff believes that the 
jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time 
to either implement, fully implement, or expand the programs described in its second Plan of 
Correction; and 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdiction has submitted the necessary information and documentation 
required in a completed SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application;  
 
WHEREAS, PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent diversion 
credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a public hearing, 
based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that section are met; and 
 
WHEREAS, this jurisdiction has claimed 10 percent or less of biomass diversion credit for 
2003, and has submitted documentation demonstrating they have met the conditions specified in 
PRC Section 41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the jurisdiction’s 
second SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application for a second extension through 
December 31, 2005, to implement their SRRE and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement 
and that the Unincorporated Area of Nevada County has met the conditions for claiming biomass 
diversion credit. 
 
 
 
 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs the jurisdiction to report on 
their progress in implementing their Goal Achievement Plan by submitting an interim status 
report, and a final report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs the jurisdiction to report on 
their progress in implementing their Goal Achievement Plan by submitting an interim status 
report, and a final report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the Annual Report. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 5 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element For The City Of Fillmore, Ventura County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Fillmore (City) in Ventura County has requested to change its base year to 
2003. The City has requested a 32 percent diversion rate for the 2003 new base year. 
With the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff-recommended 
new base year, the City's diversion rate would be 31 percent for 2003. A complete listing 
of the City's implemented programs is provided in Attachment 1 of this agenda item. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
This is the first time this item is coming before the Board. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the City's base-year change as originally submitted. 
2. Approve the City's base-year change with staff's and/or Board-suggested 

modifications. 
3. Disapprove the City's base-year change. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff has determined that the method used to establish the new base-year with the 
recommended modifications has been adequately documented, and is generally consistent 
with previous Board standards for accuracy. Board staff therefore recommends the 
Board adopt Option 2: approve the City's new base-year with staffs and/or Board-
suggested recommendations. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41031 (cities) and 41331 (counties) require 
information submitted by jurisdictions on the quantities of solid waste generated, 
diverted, and disposed of, to include data that are as accurate as possible. At its 
March 1997 meeting, the Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use for 
improving the accuracy of their base-year generation data. One of the approved 
methods allows a jurisdiction to establish a more current base year. 

2. Basis for staff's analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information below. 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element For The City Of Fillmore, Ventura County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Fillmore (City) in Ventura County has requested to change its base year to 
2003.  The City has requested a 32 percent diversion rate for the 2003 new base year.  
With the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff-recommended 
new base year, the City’s diversion rate would be 31 percent for 2003. A complete listing 
of the City’s implemented programs is provided in Attachment 1 of this agenda item.   
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
This is the first time this item is coming before the Board. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the City’s base-year change as originally submitted. 
2. Approve the City’s base-year change with staff’s and/or Board-suggested 

modifications. 
3. Disapprove the City’s base-year change.  
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff has determined that the method used to establish the new base-year with the 
recommended modifications has been adequately documented, and is generally consistent 
with previous Board standards for accuracy.  Board staff therefore recommends the 
Board adopt Option 2: approve the City’s new base-year with staff’s and/or Board-
suggested recommendations. 
  

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41031 (cities) and 41331 (counties) require 
information submitted by jurisdictions on the quantities of solid waste generated, 
diverted, and disposed of, to include data that are as accurate as possible.  At its 
March 1997 meeting, the Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use for 
improving the accuracy of their base-year generation data.  One of the approved 
methods allows a jurisdiction to establish a more current base year.   

 
2. Basis for staff’s analysis 

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003* 

Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 

(ppd) 

Population Non-Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

Residential Waste 
Stream Percentage 

2003 ND ND ND ND 31% 6.19 14,700 67% 33% 
* This 
Change" 

value is based 
section below. 

Geographic 
confluence 
of Los Angeles 
of Ventura. 
Fillmore 

on the City's 

location: 
of the Santa 

The narrow 
exist, runs east 
and the Oak 

Change 

and approximately 

proposed (2003) 

The City of 
Clara River 

Santa Clara 
— west and 

Ridge Mountains 

to change its 
accurate, and 

generation in 
and collected 

a site 

base year 

Fillmore is located 

change, discussed in the "Base Year 

in Ventura County at the 
approximately 60 miles northwest 

of the Pacific Ocean coast and the City 
in which the 2.3 square miles of 

the Santa Paula Mountains to the 

1990 to 2003. The City considers the 
data. There was no extrapolation of 

used disposal data from the Board's 
information from the activities listed 
2005 to verify these activities. 

and Sespe Creek, 
25 miles east 

River Valley, 
is formed by 

to the south. 

base year from 
the best available 

2003, the City 
diversion 

visit in January 

northwest 

Base-Year 
The City has requested 
2003 data to be more 
diversion data. 

To estimate the waste 
Disposal Reporting System 
below. Board staff conducted 

Program Description 
Residential: 
Residential Curbside Recycling Citywide curbside was implemented in June 1990. 32 gallon containers are 

serviced weekly. The program is to be expanded. Aluminum, bi-metal, glass, 
PET, HDPE, film plastic, cardboard, and newspaper are collected. Weekly 
service is provided by the franchise operator. Materials are delivered to Gold 
Coast Recycling IPC or other another facility. 

Residential Greenwaste collection City wide residential curbside collection of Greenwaste has been implemented 
since October of 1993. 

Residential Buy-Back There are two active buy-back centers in the City that report volume information 
to the Department of Conservation, Division of Recycling (DOC/DOR). 

Christmas tree collection The City collects Christmas trees and chips them for mulch use. 
Commercial: 
Grasscycling Grasscycling exists at all City facilities and all school site facilities. It is the 

preferred choice option of all bidding for managing grass for all new 
construction. It is also the preferred choice for most if not all common areas in 
developments which have landscape and lighting districts. Baldin Town Center 
uses grasscycling for all of the sod areas. All City owned sod areas are 
grasscycled. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

 Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003* 

Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day  

(ppd) 

Population Non-Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

Residential Waste 
Stream Percentage 

2003 ND ND ND ND 31% 6.19 14,700 67% 33% 
* This value is based on the City’s proposed (2003) base year change, discussed in the “Base Year 
Change” section below.  
 

Geographic location:  The City of Fillmore is located in Ventura County at the 
confluence of the Santa Clara River and Sespe Creek, approximately 60 miles northwest 
of Los Angeles and approximately 25 miles east of the Pacific Ocean coast and the City 
of Ventura.  The narrow Santa Clara River Valley, in which the 2.3 square miles of 
Fillmore exist, runs east – west and is formed by the Santa Paula Mountains to the 
northwest and the Oak Ridge Mountains to the south.   
 
Base-Year Change 
The City has requested to change its base year from 1990 to 2003.  The City considers the 
2003 data to be more accurate, and the best available data.  There was no extrapolation of 
diversion data. 
   
To estimate the waste generation in 2003, the City used disposal data from the Board’s 
Disposal Reporting System and collected diversion information from the activities listed 
below.  Board staff conducted a site visit in January 2005 to verify these activities.   

 
Program Description 
Residential:  
Residential Curbside Recycling Citywide curbside was implemented in June 1990. 32 gallon containers are 

serviced weekly. The program is to be expanded. Aluminum, bi-metal, glass, 
PET, HDPE, film plastic, cardboard, and newspaper are collected. Weekly 
service is provided by the franchise operator. Materials are delivered to Gold 
Coast Recycling IPC or other another facility. 

Residential Greenwaste collection City wide residential curbside collection of Greenwaste has been implemented 
since October of 1993. 

Residential Buy-Back There are two active buy-back centers in the City that report volume information 
to the Department of Conservation, Division of Recycling (DOC/DOR). 

Christmas tree collection The City collects Christmas trees and chips them for mulch use. 
Commercial:  
Grasscycling Grasscycling exists at all City facilities and all school site facilities.  It is the 

preferred choice option of all bidding for managing grass for all new 
construction.  It is also the preferred choice for most if not all common areas in 
developments which have landscape and lighting districts.  Baldin Town Center 
uses grasscycling for all of the sod areas.  All City owned sod areas are 
grasscycled.   
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Commercial On-Site Pickup The City's hauler provides on-site recycling collection. The number of 
businesses served expanded in 1999 with mandatory commercial recycling and 
disposal collection required by City ordinance. The rules require recycling of 
each parcel, and the development of a recycling plan. Implementation of the 
ordinance completed its initial phase in July of 2000. 

Business waste reduction There are two grocery stores in the City and one of them back hauls their 
recyclables. Two citrus packing houses in the City send fruit rots for animal 
feeds. 

Roll off recycling program The hauler guarantees to divert at least 25% of the roll off bins at their MRF. 

Commercial onsite greenwaste 
collection 

Green waste collection existed since 1994. All portions of the residential 
community are served. The commercial community is also mandated to use it. 
Urban forestry management is provided by West Coast Arborists. 

Mixed C&D recycling The hauler guarantees to divert at least 25% of the roll off bins at their MRF, 
and this includes a special sort line for mixed C & D. 

ADC Some greenwaste hauled to the landfills in Ventura county is used as ADC. 

Originally the jurisdiction 
2a is the City's Base Year 
staff's verification (desk 
diversion, Board staff is 
31 percent. 

The City appears to have 
2b is the Base Year Modification 
provides additional details 
year. 

Certification Changes 

claimed a diversion rate of 32 percent for 2003. Attachment 
Modification Request Certification. As a result of Board 

review and on-site verification visits) of the City's claimed 
recommending acceptance of the revised 2003 diversion rate of 

programs that support the proposed diversion rate. Attachment 
Request Certification prepared by Board staff that 

to support the Board staffs recommendations for the new base 

of the jurisdiction's proposed new base year, as well as a site 
results conducted in February 2005, Board staff recommends a 

Based on staff's analysis 
verification of the survey 
few deductions. Board 
representatives. The City 
the proposed changes. 

The City was able to provide 
a number of programs such 
• Franchise hauler summary 

franchise haulers programs 
hauler commercial 

staff has discussed the proposed changes with City 
representatives agree with Board staff's recommendations for 

additional information to support the diversion tonnage for 
as: 

report showing the amount of material recycled through 
including residential curbside recycling, and franchise 

recycling; 
amount of greenwaste material collected including the amount 

and, 
Conservation Report for the amount of CRV material recycled 

result of the site verification include: 
amount due to miscalculation, and 

tonnage for a business to reflect the representativeness of 
over years. 

• A report showing the 
of greenwaste for composting 

• The Department of 
from the City. 

Key changes made as a 
• Reduction of grasscycling 
• Reductions in diversion 

the diversion amount 
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Commercial On-Site Pickup The City’s hauler provides on-site recycling collection. The number of 
businesses served expanded in 1999 with mandatory commercial recycling and 
disposal collection required by City ordinance. The rules require recycling of 
each parcel, and the development of a recycling plan.  Implementation of the 
ordinance completed its initial phase in July of 2000.   

Business waste reduction There are two grocery stores in the City and one of them back hauls their 
recyclables. Two citrus packing houses in the City send fruit rots for animal 
feeds. 

Roll off recycling program The hauler guarantees to divert at least 25% of the roll off bins at their MRF. 

Commercial onsite greenwaste 
collection  

Green waste collection existed since 1994.  All portions of the residential 
community are served.  The commercial community is also mandated to use it. 
Urban forestry management is provided by West Coast Arborists.  

Mixed C&D recycling The hauler guarantees to divert at least 25% of the roll off bins at their MRF, 
and this includes a special sort line for mixed C & D.   

ADC Some greenwaste hauled to the landfills in Ventura county is used as ADC.  
 

Originally the jurisdiction claimed a diversion rate of 32 percent for 2003.  Attachment 
2a is the City’s Base Year Modification Request Certification.  As a result of Board 
staff’s verification (desk review and on-site verification visits) of the City’s claimed 
diversion, Board staff is recommending acceptance of the revised 2003 diversion rate of 
31 percent.   
 
The City appears to have programs that support the proposed diversion rate.  Attachment 
2b is the Base Year Modification Request Certification prepared by Board staff that 
provides additional details to support the Board staff’s recommendations for the new base 
year. 

 
Certification Changes  
Based on staff’s analysis of the jurisdiction’s proposed new base year, as well as a site 
verification of the survey results conducted in February 2005, Board staff recommends a 
few deductions.  Board staff has discussed the proposed changes with City 
representatives. The City representatives agree with Board staff’s recommendations for 
the proposed changes.   
 
The City was able to provide additional information to support the diversion tonnage for 
a number of programs such as: 
• Franchise hauler summary report showing the amount of material recycled through 

franchise haulers programs including residential curbside recycling, and franchise 
hauler commercial recycling; 

• A report showing the amount of greenwaste material collected including the amount 
of greenwaste for composting and, 

• The Department of Conservation Report for the amount of CRV material recycled 
from the City. 

 
Key changes made as a result of the site verification include: 
• Reduction of grasscycling amount due to miscalculation, and 
• Reductions in diversion tonnage for a business to reflect the representativeness of 
 the diversion amount over years. 
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Attachment 3 is a summary 
staff findings, and the basis 
staff recommends the request 

of the changes showing what was originally claimed, Board 
for the deductions and additions. With these changes, Board 

for a new base year be approved. 

Base Year Analysis 
The City of Fillmore Disposal Diversion Generation 
Old Base Year Tons (1990) 10,337 767 11,104 
Jurisdiction New Base-Year Tons (2003) 11,490 5,313 16,803 
Board Staff Recommended New (2003) Base-Year Tons 11,490 5,119 16,609 

2003 Diversion Rate using 
old 1990 Base Year 

Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion 
Rate for New 2003 Base Year 

Board Staff Recommended Diversion 
Rate for 

New 2003 Base Year 
18% 32% 31% 

In addition to any deductions 
authority to make additional 
Sections 41031, 41033, 41331, 
characterization components 
data that are as accurate 
jurisdictions to request, and 
considering new base-year 
base year is as accurate as 
portion of the new base year 
new base year, with the inaccurate 

3. Findings 

already made by the 
deductions to the diversion 

and 41333 provide 
(which contain the waste 

as possible. These statutes 
for the Board to approve, 

requests, the standard used 
possible. To the extent that 

is not accurate, the Board 
portion removed. 

City has adequately documented 
staff is recommending 

City and Board 
tonnage. 

that jurisdictions' 
generation 

provide the 
new base 
by the Board 
the Board 
may approve 

its 
approval of the 

2b. 

year will lead 

the City to 
to more 

that are 

staff, the Board has 
Public Resources Code 

waste 
studies) shall include 

basis for allowing 
years. Consequently, in 

is whether the new 
determines that a 

the remainder of the 

request for a 2003 base-
staff-recommended 

Board staff believes the 
year change. Therefore, 
base-year change request 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term 
Improving the accuracy 
statewide measurement. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the City's 
the success of its diversion 
progress to the Board. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this 
41031 (cities) or 41331 
quantities of waste generated, 

documented in Attachment 

staff is not aware 

Impacts 
of a jurisdiction's base 

new base year will enable 
programs and therefore 

Board results from this item. 

item represents the process 
(counties) that require jurisdictions 

diverted and disposed 

of any environmental 

for implementing 

issues related 

to a more accurate 

more accurately measure 
accurately report its 

PRC Section 
to submit data on 
as accurate as possible. 
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Attachment 3 is a summary of the changes showing what was originally claimed, Board 
staff findings, and the basis for the deductions and additions.  With these changes, Board 
staff recommends the request for a new base year be approved.  
 
Base Year Analysis

The City of Fillmore Disposal Diversion Generation 
Old Base Year Tons (1990) 10,337 767 11,104 
Jurisdiction New Base-Year Tons (2003) 11,490 5,313 16,803 
Board Staff Recommended New (2003) Base-Year Tons 11,490 5,119 16,609 

 
2003 Diversion Rate using 

old 1990 Base Year 
Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion 
Rate for New 2003 Base Year 

Board Staff Recommended Diversion 
Rate for  

New 2003 Base Year 
18% 32% 31% 

In addition to any deductions already made by the City and Board staff, the Board has 
authority to make additional deductions to the diversion tonnage.  Public Resources Code 
Sections 41031, 41033, 41331, and 41333 provide that jurisdictions’ waste 
characterization components (which contain the waste generation studies) shall include 
data that are as accurate as possible.  These statutes provide the basis for allowing 
jurisdictions to request, and for the Board to approve, new base years.  Consequently, in 
considering new base-year requests, the standard used by the Board is whether the new 
base year is as accurate as possible.  To the extent that the Board determines that a 
portion of the new base year is not accurate, the Board may approve the remainder of the 
new base year, with the inaccurate portion removed. 
 
3.  Findings 

Board staff believes the City has adequately documented its request for a 2003 base-
year change. Therefore, staff is recommending approval of the staff-recommended 
base-year change request documented in Attachment 2b.  
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Improving the accuracy of a jurisdiction’s base year will lead to a more accurate 
statewide measurement. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the City’s new base year will enable the City to more accurately measure 
the success of its diversion programs and therefore to more accurately report its 
progress to the Board. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41031 (cities) or 41331 (counties) that require jurisdictions to submit data on 
quantities of waste generated, diverted and disposed that are as accurate as possible. 
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VI. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for the City of Fillmore 

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 
American % Asian % Pacific% 

Islander 
Other 

69.3 19.0 3.2 0.6 4.6 0.3 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for the City of Fillmore* 
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

59,516 67,686 6.7 

VII.  

VIII.  

*Citywide 
**Per Household 

• 

• 

• 

H. 2001 
This 

FUNDING 
This item 

1. Program 
2a. Base 
2b. Board 
3. Table 

STAFF 
A. Program 
B. Legal 

Environmental 

community 
there are no environmental 

Justice Issues. 

English and Spanish, 

cable in English 
the recycling 

Spanish. 

Improving 
accurate statewide 

Strategic Plan 
maintain California's 

local governments' 
corrective action 

and reduce 
Section 41780. 

any Board 

for the City of 
Request 

Base 

Efforts at Environmental 

community announcements 

INFORMATION 

staff Recommended 

According 
justice issues 

Justice Outreach. 
which 

including recycling 
and Spanish. 

the accuracy 

Goal 2, Objective 

efforts 
as needed), 

disposal and 

fiscal action. 

Fillmore 

programs/services 

measurement. 

waste 

related to the 

The 
is available 

diversion 
to implement 
by assessing 
thereby achieve 

for the City 

the City of 

PREPARATION 

to the jurisdictional 

information 
In an outreach 

of this jurisdiction's 

3 (Support 

new base year 

City publishes 
on the City's 

booth 
information is 

mandates), 
programs 

the jurisdictions' 
the diversion 

of Fillmore 

representative, 

are broadcasted 

base 

local jurisdictions' 

study in this 

a bi-monthly 
web site. Any 

on 
at any 
provided in 

year will 

strategy (D) 
and reduce 

efforts to 
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G. Environmental Justice 

Community Setting.   
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for the City of Fillmore 

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 
American % Asian % Pacific 

Islander % Other 

69.3 19.0 3.2 0.6 4.6 0.3 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for the City of Fillmore*  
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

59,516 67,686 6.7 
*Citywide 
**Per Household 

 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, 

there are no environmental justice issues related to the new base year study in this 
community.  

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City publishes a bi-monthly 
newsletter in English and Spanish, which is available on the City’s web site. Any 
community announcements including recycling information are broadcasted on 
Public Access cable in English and Spanish. In an outreach booth at any 
community events, the recycling programs/services information is provided in 
English and Spanish. 

• Project Benefits.  Improving the accuracy of this jurisdiction’s base year will 
lead to a more accurate statewide measurement. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 2, Objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed), by assessing the jurisdictions’ efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal and thereby achieve the diversion 
requirement of PRC Section 41780.  
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Program Listing for the City of Fillmore 
2a. Base Year Modification Request Certification for the City of Fillmore 
2b. Board staff Recommended Base-Year Modification Request Certification 
3. Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings for the City of Fillmore 
4.   Resolution Number 2005-196 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Tara Gauthier Phone:  (916) 341- 6277 
B. Legal Staff:  Elliot Block Phone:  (916) 341- 6080 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

1. The City of Fillmore 
B. Opposition 

1. No known opposition. 
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A. Support 

1. The City of Fillmore
B. Opposition 

1.  No known opposition.   
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fillmore July 5,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

1000-SR-XGC N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 SI SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE DE 99 SI SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 1000-SR-XGC N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 SI SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE DE 99 SI SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fillmore July 5,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2090-RC-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Recycling 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Composting Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2090-RC-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Recycling 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fillmore July 5,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

4000-SP-ASH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Ash 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4070-SP-DSD N N NA AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Disaster Debris 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 4000-SP-ASH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Ash 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4070-SP-DSD N N NA AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Disaster Debris 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fillmore July 5,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-El N N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N N 1996 NA Al AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Ordinances 

6030-PI-OTH N Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Policy Incentive 

7000-FR-MRF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7020-F R-TST Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-H H-PM F Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N N 1996 NA AI AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Ordinances 

 6030-PI-OTH N Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Policy Incentive 

 7000-FR-MRF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Agenda Item 5 
Attachment 2a 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 

Base Year Modification Request Certification 
Part 1: Generation Study - No Extrapolation Diversion Data 
To request a substitution for a previously approved base year used in calculating the diversion rate report year 
generation study for your jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local 
Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA 
staff, When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with you to prepare for 
your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 to 
be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance 
1001 I Street, (MS-25) 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board. 

1, Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting year 
generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approved base year. 
R 2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 

existing Board-approved base year to a new base year. 

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. If you have problems 
using these sheets, please contact your Office of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199. 

SeGtkt lk Oit40/100100#1.0.00.0046•00#000.09n 
AM nis .0.0tookteigarepietiittsisoctostm,nH:::;i;!!::::;:z::,:.....  
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 
Jurisdiction Name 
Fillmore 

County 
Ventura 

Auth od p

r 

at Title Solid Waste Coordinator 

Type/Print Narnet Str4.7:1n Igning Date Phone ( ) Include Area Code 
Bill Bartels 4/27/2005 (805)524-1500 ext 321 
Person Completing This Form (please print or type) Title Solid Waste Coordinator 

Bill Bartels 

Affiliation: City of Fillmore, Solid Waste Coordinator 
Mailing Address City State ZIP Code 
250 Central Avenue Fillmore CA 93015 

E-Mail Address bbartelsnci.fillrnore.ca.us  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 5 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2a 

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4"). 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 
1. Current Board-approved existing base year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year: 
1990 2003 

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion: 

There were no declared emergencies or major projects other than ongoing building that occurred during 2003. This year is a 
common representation of current an anticipated waste and diversion years as the City moves to build out of its remaining parcels 

4. Enter diversion rate information below. 
Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year a. 18 % 

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study b. 32% 

Existing base year pounds/person/day 
based on generation 

New generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 6.26 

Existing base year: 
Residential Non-Residential 
generation 49 % generation 51 % 

New generation based study: 
Residential Non-Residential 
generation 32 % generation 68 

% 

Population existing generation-based study 11992 Population new generation-based study 14700 
5. Please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and also explain the 
specific reasons for the difference. 
This generation based study managed to capture a much more accurate picture of the City's current diversion programs. It also 
points up several areas of potential improvement. Businesses which have come into existence since the City's waste ordinance 
was adopted are now reporting in a less haphazard manor those diversion tons which are outside the perview of the franchise 

waste hauler. 

6. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your pounds per day, please explain how this is consistent 
with your current diversion implementaion efforts and provide examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction's demographics). In addition, 
If your pounds per person is over the state average of 11.2 pounds, please explain why. 

Page 9 

a. % b.

% % % %

Population existing generation-based study

6.26

Non-Residential 
generation 51

 Residential
generation

Existing base year pounds/person/day 
based on generation

New generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

6. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your pounds per day, please explain how this is consistent 
with your current diversion implementaion efforts and provide examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction's demographics). In addition, 
If  your pounds per person is over the state average of 11.2 pounds, please explain why.

Residential
generation 49

1470011992

This generation based study managed to capture a much more accurate picture of the City's current diversion programs.  It also 
points up several areas of potential improvement.  Businesses which have come into existence since the City's waste ordinance 
was adopted are now reporting in a less haphazard manor those diversion tons which are outside the perview of the franchise 

waste hauler.

5. Please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and also explain the 
specific reasons for the difference.

68

There were no declared emergencies or major projects other than ongoing building that occurred during 2003.  This year is a 
common representation of current an anticipated waste and diversion years as the City moves to build out of its remaining parcels

32%18

Population new generation-based study 

Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study

Non-Residential
generation32

Existing base year: New generation based study:

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion.

4. Enter diversion rate information below.

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4").

1. Current Board-approved existing base year:

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion:

2. Proposed new generation-based study year:
1990 2003
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Section III - Disposal and Diversion Information 

1. Disposal Tonnage (enter values): 

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains yourdisposal 
I=1 a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting 
❑ b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of 

submit with 
❑ c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. 

year 

7009 4481 11490 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc  and 

and submit with the new bas 

Residential Non-Residential Total 
data and complete the required tables. 

System (No explanation required. Go to Number 2.) 
hauler and self-haul tonnage. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at 

(Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc  

2. In the table below, list the summarized diversion 
jurisdiction to be able to provide all back-up 
percentage calculations). If any diversion is 
forms for the top ten businesses must be included 

activities, tonnages,material 
documentation, if requested. Include 
from restricted wastes, agricultural 

as an attachment with the 
source reduction amounts greater 

information for the top ten 

the online glossary at: 

types, actual or conversion factors, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board verificatiorNote: The Board expects the 
type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition and 

wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt, white goods, and scrap metal,] you must identify those programs and waste types and complete Section VI. Survey 
generation study year and should be identified as Attachment IVa. 

than five percent will be scrutinized. Please be prepared to substantiate the amounts.) 

businesses surveyed must be included in Section IV. 

(Note: The Board has indicated that total 

Note: Detailed Non-Residential waste audit 

Please use the Board's program types from 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/Reduce.htm  

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 

Total Tons 

(A) 

Percent of Total 
Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box) 

indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal) 

The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.qov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes  
/Reduce.htm 

Residential Source Reduction Activities 

Backyard composting 
Grasscycling 

Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Source Reduction 
0 0% 

Residential Recycling Activities 

Curbside Recycling 
655 4% 

Bottles and can, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 

Buyback Centers 314 2% Aluminus, Glass, PETE, HDPE, Bimetal Department of Conservation DOR 
Drop-off Centers 

Page 10 

7009 4481 11490
Residential Non-Residential Total

Note: Detailed Non-Residential waste audit information for the top ten businesses surveyed must be included in Section IV.

http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/Reduce.htm

Diversion Activity Total Tons Percent of Total 
Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box)

Indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal)

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes
/Reduce.htm

   Backyard composting
   Grasscycling

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Source Reduction

0 0%
Residential Recycling Activities

  Curbside Recycling
655 4%

Bottles and can, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records

  Buyback Centers 314 2% Aluminus, Glass, PETE, HDPE, Bimetal Department of Conservation DOR
  Drop-off Centers

            c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc and submit with the new bas
year

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables.

Section III - Disposal and Diversion Information
1. Disposal Tonnage (enter values):

            a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Number 2.)
            b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage.  (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc and 
submit with 

2. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, tonnages,material types, actual or conversion factors, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board verification. Note: The Board expects the 
jurisdiction to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if requested. Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition and 
percentage calculations).  If any diversion is from restricted wastes, agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt, white goods, and scrap metal,] you must identify those programs and waste types and complete Section VI. Survey 
forms for the top ten businesses must be included as an attachment with the generation study year and should be identified as Attachment IVa.
(Note: The Board has indicated that total source reduction amounts greater than five percent will be scrutinized. Please be prepared to substantiate the amounts.) 

  Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

Residential Source Reduction Activities

Please use the Board's program types from the online glossary at:

Page 10

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 5
Attachment 2a

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight



Board Meeting Agenda Item 5 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2a 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes  

Total Tons 

(A) 

Percent of Total 
Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box) 

indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal) 

/Reduce.htm 

Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Recycling 969 6% 
Residential Composting Activities 

Green Waste Drop-off 
Curbside Green Waste 1703 10% Residential yard waste Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 
Christmas Tree Program 3 0% 340 trees chipped for mulch applicatior 100 trees to the ton City Records 

Other Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Composting 
1706 10% 

Subtotal, Residential Diversion 
2675 16% 

Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities: 

Non-Residential Waste Audits 
0 0% 

Detailed information must be included 
V 

in Section 
Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V 

Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

City Grasscycling 
70 0% Parks and public areas 391,027 Sq. Ft. 

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr Spec 02-02 landscape, city records 

School Grasscycling 
358 2% All School Turf Areas, 2,049,274 Sq. Ft. 

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr City Records 

Private large grass area 
36 0% Actual turf area, 208,066 Sq. Ft. 

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr City Records 

Urban Forestry Management Mulching 63 0% Actual tons from chippings Actual tonnage reported by contractor City Records 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 527 3% 

Page 11 

Diversion Activity Total Tons Percent of Total 
Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box)

Indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal)

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes
/Reduce.htm

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Recycling 969 6%
Residential Composting Activities

   Green Waste Drop-off
   Curbside Green Waste 1703 10% Residential yard waste Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records
   Christmas Tree Program 3 0% 340 trees chipped for mulch application 100 trees to the ton City Records

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Composting

1706 10%
Subtotal, Residential Diversion 2675 16%

  Non-Residential Waste Audits
0 0%

Detailed information must be included in Section 
V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V

City Grasscycling
70 0% Parks and public areas 391,027 Sq. Ft.

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr Spec 02-02 landscape, city records

School Grasscycling
358 2% All School Turf Areas, 2,049,274 Sq. Ft.

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr City Records

Private large grass area
36 0% Actual turf area, 208,066 Sq. Ft.

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr City Records

Urban Forestry Management Mulching 63 0% Actual tons from chippings Actual tonnage reported by contractor City Records
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 527 3%

  Other Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities:

  Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 5 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2a 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes  

Total Tons 

(A) 

Percent of Total 
Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box) 

indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (Include copy with submittal) 

/Reduce.htm 

Non-Residential Recycling Activities: 

Non-Residential Waste Audits 
967 6% 

Detailed information must be included in Section 
V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V 

Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

IPC White Bins 
73 0% 

Bottles and cann, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 

Unicycle 
183 1% 

Bottles and cann, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 

Gold Coast Rolloff Recycling Program 824 5% C&D Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential Recycling 
2047 12% 

Non-Residential Composting Activities 

Non-Residential Waste Audits 

0 0% 
Detailed information must be included in Section 

V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V 
Other Non-Residential Composting (lis each program separately) 

Yard Waste/Wood 62 0% Commercial and Woody Debris Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential Composting 62 0% 

Subtotal Non-Residential Diversion 2636 16% 

Other Diversion Activities 
(Note: If you are unable to provide the actual residential/non-residential split, please provide your best estimates of the split in each program type or put all the diversion under non-residental. 

Residential 

ADC 
Sludge (must submit sludge cert form) 
Scrap Metal 
Construction and Demolition 
Landfill Salvage 
Other (e.g., ag waste) 

Subtotal Residential Waste 0 0% 

Page 12 

Diversion Activity Total Tons Percent of Total 
Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box)

Indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal)

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes
/Reduce.htm

  Non-Residential Waste Audits
967 6%

Detailed information must be included in Section 
V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V

IPC White Bins
73 0%

Bottles and cann, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records

Unicycle
183 1%

Bottles and cann, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records

Gold Coast Rolloff Recycling Program 824 5% C&D Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal  Non-Residential Recycling

2047 12%
Non-Residential Composting Activities

  Non-Residential Waste Audits
0 0%

Detailed information must be included in Section 
V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V

Yard Waste/Wood 62 0% Commercial and Woody Debris Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name

Subtotal  Non-Residential Composting 62 0%

Subtotal  Non-Residential Diversion 2636 16%

   ADC
   Sludge (must submit sludge cert form)
   Scrap Metal
   Construction and Demolition
   Landfill Salvage
   Other (e.g., ag waste)

Subtotal Residential  Waste 0 0%

  Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately)

Residential

Non-Residential Recycling Activities:

Other Diversion Activities
(Note: If you are unable to provide the actual residential/non-residential split, please provide your best estimates of the split in each program type or put all the diversion under non-residental.
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 5 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2a 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes  

Total Tons 

(A) 

Percent of Total 
Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion 
w/multiple materials in one 

program 
box) 

activity indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal) 

/Reduce.htm 

Non-Residential 

ADC 2 0% Green Material Actual Data DRS DRS Records 
Sludge (must submit sludge cert form) 
Scrap Metal 

Construction and Demolition 
Landfill Salvage 
Other (e.g., ag waste) 12 Cement/dirt Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 

Subtotal Non-Residential Waste 

2 0% 

Subtotal Residential/ 
Non-Residential Other Diversion 2 0% 

Total Residential/Non-Residential 
Source Reduction Tons 527 3% 

Total Diversion Tons 5313 32% 

Total Disposal Tons from Number 1 11490 68% 

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 16803 

NEW GENERATION STUDY 

DIVERSION RATE 32% 

Additional Information for Report Year Calculations - Biomass and Transformation Activities (Note: you cannot claim both biomass and transformation.) 
Biomass (must submit biomass cert form 
and must be 10% or less of generation—
use the calculator to calculate) 

Transformation 

Report Year Diversion Rate with 

Biomass or Transformation 

Credit 

Page 13 

Diversion Activity Total Tons Percent of Total 
Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box)

Indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal)

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes
/Reduce.htm

   ADC 2 0% Green Material Actual Data DRS DRS Records
   Sludge (must submit sludge cert form)
   Scrap Metal
   Construction and Demolition
   Landfill Salvage
   Other (e.g., ag waste) 12 Cement/dirt Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records
Subtotal Non-Residential Waste

2 0%
Subtotal Residential/
Non-Residential Other Diversion 2 0%
Total Residential/Non-Residential 
Source Reduction Tons 527 3%

Total Diversion Tons 5313 32%

Total Disposal Tons from Number 1 11490 68%

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 16803

NEW GENERATION STUDY 
DIVERSION RATE 32%

Biomass (must submit biomass cert form 
and must be 10% or less of generation-- 
use the calculator to calculate)

Transformation

Report Year Diversion Rate with 
Biomass or Transformation 
Credit

Non-Residential 

Additional Information for Report Year Calculations - Biomass and Transformation Activities (Note: you cannot claim both biomass and transformation.)
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 5 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2a 

Section IV - Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits 
Top 10 Non-Residential Generators 

Please complete this table for the top ten non-residential businesses that were surveyed. Use the business type in lieu of the specific business name(e.g., grocery store 
vs. Bestway Grocery Store) List each non-residential business separately from largest to smallest, based on total diversion tons. Audit reference number should be the same 
number used to identify businesses on the survey/audit sheets, and must be identical to the data in the Section V spreadsheet. 

Audit Reference 
Numbe 

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator 

Include Material Type 
(e.g., paper, grasscycling). 
(List materials on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons 

Recycling 
Tons 

Composting 
Tons 

Total Diversion 
Tons 

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
TonslTotal 

Generation in 
Section III) 

Survey Method 
phone (P) 
Mail (M) 
On-site (0) 
Other 

1 Citrus Packing House Cardboard, Rots 531 531 3.2% (M) 
2 Grocery Store OCC, Plastic, Bone & Fat, Organics 

245 245 1.5% 
Other, e-mail 

3 Citrus Packing House Rots 180 180 1.1% (0) 
4 Grocery Store Bone & Fat 9 9 0.1% (0) 
5 Rendering Used cooking oil 2 2 0.0% (0) 

Totals 967 967 5.8% 

S:\Waste  Analysis\Web Projects\Working Drafts\BYNoExtrap2-19.xls Page 14 

Section IV - Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits

Audit Reference 
Numbe

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator 

Include Material Type
(e.g., paper, grasscycling).
(List materials on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons

Recycling 
Tons

Composting 
Tons

Total Diversion 
Tons

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section III)

Survey Method
Phone (P)
Mail (M)
On-site (O)
Other ___

1 Citrus Packing House Cardboard, Rots 531 531 3.2% (M)
2 Grocery Store OCC, Plastic, Bone & Fat, Organics

245 245 1.5%
Other, e-mail

3 Citrus Packing House Rots 180 180 1.1% (O)
4 Grocery Store Bone & Fat 9 9 0.1% (O)
5 Rendering Used cooking oil 2 2 0.0% (O)

967 967 5.8%Totals

Top 10 Non-Residential Generators

Please complete this table for the top ten non-residential businesses that were surveyed. Use the business type in lieu of the specific business name.(e.g., grocery store 
vs. Bestway Grocery Store) List each non-residential business separately from largest to smallest, based on total diversion tons. Audit reference number should be the same 
number used to identify businesses on the survey/audit sheets, and must be identical to the data in the Section V spreadsheet.

Page 14S:\Waste Analysis\Web Projects\Working Drafts\BYNoExtrap2-19.xls
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 5 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2a 

Section V - Non-Residential Generator Audit Diversion Spreadsheet 

Use the type of business and audit reference number in lieu of the specific business name. For each business include the diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage 
diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors and sources. Copies of the audit survey form(s) for each of the top ten businesses should be included as an attachment 
Click on the Section Button to add a section for another generator ( ten rows and a subtotal row added to the table for each new generator). If you have any questions, please contact 
Representative at (916) 341-6199. Add 

for each 

your OLA 
Section _ 

Non-Residential Generator Audit Diversion 
_ 

Non-Residential 
Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

Number 

Generator Type 
(Example - grocery 

store, retail, 
manufacturer) 

Material Type (Example - 
cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.) 

Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source or Actual Weight 

Source 
Reduction 

(Tons) 

Recycling 
(Tons) 

Composting 
(Tons) 

Total Tons 

1 Citrus Packing House Cardboard-actual wt 177 177 
Rots-actual wt. 354 354 

Subtotal - 0 531 0 531 
Grocery Store OCC (cardboard) Actual Wt 139.66 139.66 

Plastic Actual Wt 5.61 5.61 
Bone & Fat Actual Wt 17.15 17.15 
Organics Actual Wt 82.28 82.28 

Subtotal - 0 244.7 0 244.7 
Citrus Packing House Rots Actual Wt 180 180 

Subtotal - 0 180 0 180 

Page15 

Section V - Non-Residential Generator Audit Diversion Spreadsheet  

Non-Residential 
Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

Number

Generator Type 
(Example - grocery 

store, retail, 
manufacturer) 

Material Type (Example - 
cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.)

Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source or Actual Weight

Source 
Reduction 

(Tons)

Recycling 
(Tons)

Composting 
(Tons)

Total Tons

1 Citrus Packing House Cardboard-actual wt 177 177
Rots-actual wt. 354 354

    
 

Subtotal - 0 531 0 531
Grocery Store OCC (cardboard) Actual Wt 139.66 139.66

Plastic Actual Wt 5.61 5.61
Bone & Fat Actual Wt 17.15 17.15
Organics Actual Wt 82.28 82.28

     
 

Subtotal - 0 244.7 0 244.7
Citrus Packing House Rots Actual Wt 180 180

     
   
   
   
 

Subtotal - 0 180 0 180

Non-Residential Generator Audit Diversion  

Use the type of business and audit reference number in lieu of the specific business name. For each business include the diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage for each 
diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors and sources. Copies of the audit survey form(s) for each of the top ten businesses should be included as an attachment.
Click on the Section Button to add a section for another generator ( ten rows and a subtotal row added to the table for each new generator). If you have any questions, please contact your OLA 
Representative at (916) 341-6199. Add Section
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9 

2 

Non-Residential Generator Type Material Type (Example - Specific Conversion Factor and Source Recycling Composting Total Tons 

Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

(Example 
store, 

- grocery 
retail, 

cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.) Source or Actual Weight Reduction 
(Tons) 

(Tons) (Tons) 

manufarthirarl 

Bone & Fat Actual Wt 
Niimhar 

9 

2 Used Cooking Oil Average Reported Volume and Wt 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

Board Meeting Agenda Item 5 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2a 
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Non-Residential 
Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

Number

Generator Type 
(Example - grocery 

store, retail, 
manufacturer) 

Material Type (Example - 
cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.)

Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source or Actual Weight

Source 
Reduction 

(Tons)

Recycling 
(Tons)

Composting 
(Tons)

Total Tons

Grocery Store Bone & Fat Actual Wt 9 9

 

Subtotal - 0 9 0 9
Rendering Used Cooking Oil Average Reported Volume and Wt 2 2

 
 
 
Subtotal - 0 2 0 2

Subtotal - 0 0 0

Subtotal - 0 0 0
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Non-Residential 
Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

Number 

Generator Type 
(Example - grocery 

store, retail, 
manufacturer) 

Material Type (Example - 
cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.) 

Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source or Actual Weight 

Source 
Reduction 

(Tons) 

Recycling 
(Tons) 

Composting 
(Tons) 

Total Tons 

Subtotal - 0 0 0 

Subtotal - 0 0 0 

Subtotal - 0 0 0 

Grand Total 0 967 0 967 
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Non-Residential 
Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

Number

Generator Type 
(Example - grocery 

store, retail, 
manufacturer) 

Material Type (Example - 
cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.)

Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source or Actual Weight

Source 
Reduction 

(Tons)

Recycling 
(Tons)

Composting 
(Tons)

Total Tons

Subtotal - 0 0 0

Subtotal - 0 0 0

Subtotal - 0 0 0

Grand Total 0 967 0 967
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Section VI - Restricted Waste 

For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concrete, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals and white 
goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program or generator, please provide the following information: 

Insert 1 

1. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table. 
Note: Specific Program Name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "Diversion conducted by 
city public waste dept."). Please input the complete program name with business type if appropriate. If you need to add 
additional programs, insert a row by clicking on the button for that section. 

Restricted Waste Type Audit 
Reference 

Number 

Specific Program Name Year Started Generation Study 
Diversion 
Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

2. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the 
has not been approved by the Board, on a separate sheet marked "Aftachment Section 
documentation that indicates: 

• How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically 
(PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]). 

• That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than 
waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. 
applicable to individual programs (PRc sec 41781.2(c)(2). Please include documentation. 
■ The jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs 
Recycling Element. 
Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, 
an "Attachment Section VL2" for that waste type and program. 

Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. 

If documentation is not available, go to Number 4. 

program and waste type 
VI. 2", provide the 

resulted in the diversion 

or equal to the amount of that 
(Note: this criterion is 

in its Source Reduction and 

you do not have to provide 

(Date) 

3. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested 
available (but not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program 

Insert 3 

in Section VI.2" is 
claimed: 

Restricted Waste Type Audit 
Reference 

Number 

Specific Program Name Generation Study Diversion 
Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

4. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in Section VI.2 is not 
available, complete the table below for each program claimed : Ins 4 

Restricted Waste Type Audit 
Reference 

Number 

Specific Program Name Specific Program 
Generation Study 

Diversion Tonnage 

1990 Diversion 
Tonnage 

Difference 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 
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Audit 
Reference 
Number

Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. (Date)

Audit 
Reference 
Number

Audit 
Reference 
Number

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type Generation Study Diversion 
Tonnage

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

Specific Program Name

3. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in Section VI.2" is 
available (but not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed:

For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concrete, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals and white 
goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program or generator, please provide the following information:

1. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990 , complete the following table.
Note: Specific  Program Name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "Diversion conducted by 
city public waste dept."). Please input the complete program name with business type if appropriate. If you need to add 
additional programs, insert a row by clicking on the button for that section.

Generation Study 
Diversion 
Tonnage

Year StartedRestricted Waste Type Specific Program Name

1990 Diversion 
Tonnage

Difference

4. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in Section VI.2 is not 
available, complete the table below for each program claimed :

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

Section VI - Restricted Waste

pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type

pull down for waste types

         That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than or equal to the amount of that 
waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. (Note: this criterion is 
applicable to individual programs (PRc sec 41781.2(c)(2). Please include documentation.

pull down for waste types

Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, you do not have to provide 
an "Attachment Section VI.2" for that waste type and program.  

If documentation is not available, go to Number 4.

         The jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element.

        How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically resulted in the diversion 
(PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]).

2. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the program and waste type 
has not been approved by the Board, on a separate sheet marked "Attachment Section VI. 2", provide the 
documentation that indicates:

Specific Program Name Specific Program 
Generation Study 

Diversion Tonnage

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste TypesPull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Insert 1

Insert 3

Ins 4
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Base Year Modification Request Certification 
Part 1: Generation Study - No Extrapolation 
To request a substitution for a previously approved 
generation study for your jurisdiction, please 
Assistance (OLA) representative at the address 
staff. When all documentation has been received, 
appearance before the Board. If you have any 
connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management 
Office of Local Assistance 
1001 I Street, (MS-25) 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
Please select the ONE choice below that best 
❑ 1. Use a recent generation-based study to 

generation amount, but not officially change our 

Diversion Data 
base year used in calculating the diversion rate report year 

complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local 
below, along with any additional information requested by OLA 

your OLA representative will work with you to prepare for your 
questions about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 to be 

Board 

explains your request to the Board. 
calculate our current reporting year 
existing Board-approved base year. 

officially change our 
base year. 

If you have problems 
of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199. 

2. Use a recent generation-based study to 
existing Board-approved base year to a new 

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. 
using these sheets, please contact your Office 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 
Jurisdiction Name 

Fillmore 
County 

Ventura 
Authorized Signature Title Solid Waste Coordinator 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone ( ) Include Area Code 

Bill Bartels 4/27/2005 (805)524-1500 ext 321 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) Title Solid Waste Coordinator 

Bill Bartels 

Affiliation: City of Fillmore, Solid Waste Coordinator 
Mailing Address City State ZIP Code 

250 Central Avenue Fillmore CA 93015 

E-Mail Address bbartels@ci.fillmore.ca.us  

Page 1 

Base Year Modification Request Certification
Part 1: Generation Study - No Extrapolation Diversion Data

Mail completed documents to:

     California Integrated Waste Management Board
     Office of Local Assistance
     1001 I Street, (MS-25)
     PO Box 4025
     Sacramento, CA  95812-4025

General Instructions:
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board.
       1. Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting year 
generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approved base year.
       2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 
existing Board-approved base year to a new base year.

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. If you have problems 
using these sheets, please contact your Office of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199.

     

To request a substitution for a previously approved base year used in calculating the diversion rate report year 
generation study for your jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local 
Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA 
staff.  When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with you to prepare for your 
appearance before the Board.  If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 to be 
connected to your OLA representative.

Section l: Jurisdiction Information and Certification
All respondents must complete this section.
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of:
Jurisdiction Name County

Fillmore Ventura

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone (     ) Include Area Code
Bill Bartels 4/27/2005 (805)524-1500 ext 321

Authorized Signature Title Solid Waste Coordinator

Affiliation: City of Fillmore, Solid Waste Coordinator

Person Completing This Form (please print or type)

Mailing Address

Solid Waste Coordinator

Bill Bartels

Title

City State ZIP Code

E-Mail Address bbartels@ci.fillmore.ca.us

250 Central Avenue Fillmore CA 93015
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Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4"). 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 
1. Current Board-approved existing base year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year: 
1990 2003 

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion: 

There were no declared emergencies or major projects other than ongoing building that occurred during 2003. This year is a 
common representation of current an anticipated waste and diversion years as the City moves to build out of its remaining parcels 

4. Enter diversion rate information below. 
Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year a. 18 % 

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study b. 31% 

Existing base year pounds/person/day 
based on generation 

New generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 6.19 

Existing base year: 
Residential Non-Residential 
generation 49 % generation 51 % 

New generation based study: 
Residential Non-Residential 
generation 33 % generation 67 

% 

Population existing generation-based study 11992 Population new generation-based study 14700 
5. Please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and also explain the 
specific reasons for the difference. 
This generation based study managed to capture a much more accurate picture of the City's current diversion programs. It also 
points up several areas of potential improvement. Businesses which have come into existence since the City's waste ordinance 
was adopted are now reporting in a less haphazard manor those diversion tons which are outside the perview of the franchise 

waste hauler. 

6. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your pounds per day, please explain how this is consistent 
with your current diversion implementaion efforts and provide examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction's demographics). In addition, 
If your pounds per person is over the state average of 11.2 pounds, please explain why. 

Page 9 

a. % b.

% % % %

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion.

4. Enter diversion rate information below.

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4").

1. Current Board-approved existing base year:

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion:

2. Proposed new generation-based study year:
1990 2003

There were no declared emergencies or major projects other than ongoing building that occurred during 2003.  This year is a 
common representation of current an anticipated waste and diversion years as the City moves to build out of its remaining parcels

31%18

Population new generation-based study 

Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study

Non-Residential
generation33

Existing base year: New generation based study:

6. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your pounds per day, please explain how this is consistent 
with your current diversion implementaion efforts and provide examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction's demographics). In addition, 
If  your pounds per person is over the state average of 11.2 pounds, please explain why.

Residential
generation 49

1470011992

This generation based study managed to capture a much more accurate picture of the City's current diversion programs.  It also 
points up several areas of potential improvement.  Businesses which have come into existence since the City's waste ordinance 
was adopted are now reporting in a less haphazard manor those diversion tons which are outside the perview of the franchise 

waste hauler.

5. Please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and also explain the 
specific reasons for the difference.

67
Population existing generation-based study

6.19

Non-Residential 
generation 51

 Residential
generation

Existing base year pounds/person/day 
based on generation

New generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 
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1. Disposal Tonnage (enter values): 

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains yourdisposal 
I=1 a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting 
❑ b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of 

submit with 
❑ c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. 

year 

7009 4481 11490 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc  and 

and submit with the new bas 

Residential Non-Residential Total 
data and complete the required tables. 

System (No explanation required. Go to Number 2.) 
hauler and self-haul tonnage. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at 

(Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forrnskytnmdrq.doc  

2. In the table below, list the summarized diversion 
jurisdiction to be able to provide all back-up 
percentage calculations). If any diversion is 
forms for the top ten businesses must be included 

activities, tonnages,material 
documentation, if requested. Include 
from restricted wastes, agricultural 

as an attachment with the 
source reduction amounts greater 

information for the top ten 

the online glossary at: 

types, actual or conversion factors, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board verificatiorNote: The Board expects the 
type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition and 

wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt, white goods, and scrap metal,] you must identify those programs and waste types and complete Section VI. Survey 
generation study year and should be identified as Attachment IVa. 

than five percent will be scrutinized. Please be prepared to substantiate the amounts.) 

businesses surveyed must be included in Section IV. 

(Note: The Board has indicated that total 

Note: Detailed Non-Residential waste audit 

Please use the Board's program types from 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/Reduce.htm  

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 

Total Tons 

(A) 

Percent of Total 
Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box) 

indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal) 

The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.qov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes  
/Reduce.htm 

Residential Source Reduction Activities 

Backyard composting 
Grasscycling 

Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Source Reduction 
0 0% 

Residential Recycling Activities 

Curbside Recycling 
655 4% 

Bottles and cann, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 

Buyback Centers 314 2% Aluminus, Glass, PETE, HDPE, Bimetal Department of Conservation DOR 
Drop-off Centers 

Page 10 

7009 4481 11490
Residential Non-Residential Total

Note: Detailed Non-Residential waste audit information for the top ten businesses surveyed must be included in Section IV.

http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/Reduce.htm

Diversion Activity Total Tons Percent of Total 
Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box)

Indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal)

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes
/Reduce.htm

   Backyard composting
   Grasscycling

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Source Reduction

0 0%
Residential Recycling Activities

  Curbside Recycling
655 4%

Bottles and cann, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records

  Buyback Centers 314 2% Aluminus, Glass, PETE, HDPE, Bimetal Department of Conservation DOR
  Drop-off Centers

2. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, tonnages,material types, actual or conversion factors, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board verification. Note: The Board expects the 
jurisdiction to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if requested. Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition and 
percentage calculations).  If any diversion is from restricted wastes, agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt, white goods, and scrap metal,] you must identify those programs and waste types and complete Section VI. Survey 
forms for the top ten businesses must be included as an attachment with the generation study year and should be identified as Attachment IVa.
(Note: The Board has indicated that total source reduction amounts greater than five percent will be scrutinized. Please be prepared to substantiate the amounts.) 

  Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

Residential Source Reduction Activities

Please use the Board's program types from the online glossary at:

            c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc and submit with the new bas
year

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables.

Section III - Disposal and Diversion Information
1. Disposal Tonnage (enter values):

            a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Number 2.)
            b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage.  (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc and 
submit with 
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Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes  

Tel Tons 

(A) 

Percent of Total 
Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Board Meeti A?enda Item 5 
Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 

w/multiple materials in one box) 
indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 

Source of Factor 
Type of Record (include cop fvwonb 

/Reduce.htm 

Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Recycling 969 6% 
Residential Composting Activities 

Green Waste Drop-off 
Curbside Green Waste 1703 10% Residential yard waste Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 
Christmas Tree Program 3 0% 340 trees chipped for mulch applicatior 100 trees to the ton City Records 

Other Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Composting 
1706 10% 

Subtotal, Residential Diversion 
2675 16% 

Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities: 

Non-Residential Waste Audits 
0 0% 

Detailed information must be included in Section 
V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V 

Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

City Grasscycling 
68 0% Parks and public areas 391,027 Sq. Ft. 

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr Spec 02-02 landscape, city records 

School Grasscycling 
217 1% All School Turf Areas, 1,231,852 Sq. Ft. 

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr City Records 

Private large grass area 
36 0% Actual turf area, 208,066 Sq. Ft. 

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr City Records 

Urban Forestry Management Mulching 63 0% Actual tons from chippings Actual tonnage reported by contractor City Records 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 384 2% 
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Diversion Activity Total Tons Percent of Total 
Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box)

Indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal)

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes
/Reduce.htm

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Recycling 969 6%
Residential Composting Activities

   Green Waste Drop-off
   Curbside Green Waste 1703 10% Residential yard waste Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records
   Christmas Tree Program 3 0% 340 trees chipped for mulch application 100 trees to the ton City Records

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Composting

1706 10%
Subtotal, Residential Diversion 2675 16%

  Non-Residential Waste Audits
0 0%

Detailed information must be included in Section 
V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V

City Grasscycling
68 0% Parks and public areas 391,027 Sq. Ft.

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr Spec 02-02 landscape, city records

School Grasscycling
217 1% All School Turf Areas, 1,231,852 Sq. Ft.

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr City Records

Private large grass area
36 0% Actual turf area, 208,066 Sq. Ft.

Actual square footage of turf area and conversion factor 
of 7.623 tons per acre/yr City Records

Urban Forestry Management Mulching 63 0% Actual tons from chippings Actual tonnage reported by contractor City Records
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 384 2%

  Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately)

  Other Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities:
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Board Meeti 
AugusPillts-1165 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes  

Total Tons 

(A) 

Percent of Total 
Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box) 

indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include 
A?enda Item 5 

cop fvwonb  

/Reduce.htm 

Non-Residential Recycling Activities: 

Non-Residential Waste Audits 
903 5% 

Detailed information must be included in Section 
V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V 

Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

IPC White Bins 
73 0% 

Bottles and cann, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 

Unicycle 
183 1% 

Bottles and cann, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 

Gold Coast Rolloff Recycling Program 824 5% mixed C&D waste Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential Recycling 
1983 12% 

Non-Residential Composting Activities 

Non-Residential Waste Audits 

0 0% 
Detailed information must be included in Section 

V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V 
Other Non-Residential Composting (lis each program separately) 

Yard Waste/Wood 62 0% Commercial and Woody Debris Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential Composting 62 0% 

Subtotal Non-Residential Diversion 2429 15% 

Other Diversion Activities 
(Note: If you are unable to provide the actual residential/non-residential split, please provide your best estimates of the split in each program type or put all the diversion under non-residental. 

Residential 

ADC 
Sludge (must submit sludge cert form) 
Scrap Metal 
Construction and Demolition 
Landfill Salvage 
Other (e.g., ag waste) 

Subtotal Residential Waste 0 0% 
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Diversion Activity Total Tons Percent of Total 
Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box)

Indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal)

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes
/Reduce.htm

  Non-Residential Waste Audits
903 5%

Detailed information must be included in Section 
V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V

IPC White Bins
73 0%

Bottles and cann, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records

Unicycle
183 1%

Bottles and cann, occ 1-7 plastics, mixed paper, 
magazines Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records

Gold Coast Rolloff Recycling Program 824 5% mixed C&D waste Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal  Non-Residential Recycling

1983 12%
Non-Residential Composting Activities

  Non-Residential Waste Audits
0 0%

Detailed information must be included in Section 
V Detailed information must be included in Section V Detailed information must be included in Section V

Yard Waste/Wood 62 0% Commercial and Woody Debris Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name

Subtotal  Non-Residential Composting 62 0%

Subtotal  Non-Residential Diversion 2429 15%

   ADC
   Sludge (must submit sludge cert form)
   Scrap Metal
   Construction and Demolition
   Landfill Salvage
   Other (e.g., ag waste)

Subtotal Residential  Waste 0 0%

Other Diversion Activities
(Note: If you are unable to provide the actual residential/non-residential split, please provide your best estimates of the split in each program type or put all the diversion under non-residental.

  Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately)

Residential

Non-Residential Recycling Activities:

Page 12

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 5
Attachment 2b

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight



Board Meeti 
AugusPillts-1165 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes  

Total Tons 

(A) 

Percent of Total 
Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box) 

indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific 
Source of Factor 

Conversion Factor and Type of Record (include 
A?enda Item 5 

cop fvwonb  

/Reduce.htm 

Non-Residential 

ADC 2 0% Green Material Actual Data DRS DRS Records 
Sludge (must submit sludge cert form) 
Scrap Metal 
Construction and Demolition 12 0% Cement Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records 
Landfill Salvage 
Other (e.g., ag waste) 

Subtotal Non-Residential Waste 

14 0% 

Subtotal Residential/ 
Non-Residential Other Diversion 14 0% 

Total Residential/Non-Residential 
Source Reduction Tons 384 2% 

Total Diversion Tons 5119 31% 

Total Disposal Tons from Number 1 11490 69% 

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 16609 

NEW GENERATION STUDY 

DIVERSION RATE 31% 

Additional Information for Report Year Calculations - Biomass and Transformation Activities (Note: you cannot claim both biomass and transformation.) 
Biomass (must submit biomass cert form 
and must be 10% or less of generation—
use the calculator to calculate) 

Transformation 

Report Year Diversion Rate with 

Biomass or Transformation 

Credit 

Page 13 

Diversion Activity Total Tons Percent of Total 
Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List diversion program activity 
w/multiple materials in one box)

Indicate whether Actual Tons or Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source of Factor 

Type of Record (include copy with submittal)

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Codes
/Reduce.htm

   ADC 2 0% Green Material Actual Data DRS DRS Records
   Sludge (must submit sludge cert form)
   Scrap Metal
   Construction and Demolition 12 0% Cement Actual Tonnage From Hauler Hauler Records
   Landfill Salvage
   Other (e.g., ag waste)
Subtotal Non-Residential Waste

14 0%
Subtotal Residential/
Non-Residential Other Diversion 14 0%
Total Residential/Non-Residential 
Source Reduction Tons 384 2%

Total Diversion Tons 5119 31%

Total Disposal Tons from Number 1 11490 69%

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 16609

NEW GENERATION STUDY 
DIVERSION RATE 31%

Biomass (must submit biomass cert form 
and must be 10% or less of generation-- 
use the calculator to calculate)

Transformation

Report Year Diversion Rate with 
Biomass or Transformation 
Credit

Additional Information for Report Year Calculations - Biomass and Transformation Activities (Note: you cannot claim both biomass and transformation.)

Non-Residential 
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August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2b 

Section IV - Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits 
Top 10 Non-Residential Generators 

Please complete this table for the top ten non-residential businesses that were surveyed. Use the business type in lieu of the specific business name(e.g., grocery store 
vs. Bestway Grocery Store) List each non-residential business separately from largest to smallest, based on total diversion tons. Audit reference number should be the same 
number used to identify businesses on the survey/audit sheets, and must be identical to the data in the Section V spreadsheet. 

Audit Reference 
Numbe 

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator 

Include Material Type 
(e.g., paper, grasscycling). 
(List materials on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons 

Recycling 
Tons 

Composting 
Tons 

Total Diversion 
Tons 

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
TonslTotal 

Generation in 
Section III) 

Survey Method 
phone (P) 
Mail (M) 
On-site (0) 
Other 

1 Citrus Packing House Cardboard, Rots 467 467 2.8% (M) 
2 Grocery Store OCC, Plastic, Bone & Fat, Organics 

245 245 1.5% 
Other, e-mail 

3 Citrus Packing House Rots 180 180 1.1% (0) 
4 Grocery Store Bone & Fat 9 9 0.1% (0) 
5 Rendering Used cooking oil 2 2 0.0% (0) 

Totals 903 903 5.4% 

S:\Waste  Analysis\Web Projects\Working Drafts\BYNoExtrap2-19.xls Page 14 

Section IV - Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits

Audit Reference 
Numbe

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator 

Include Material Type
(e.g., paper, grasscycling).
(List materials on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons

Recycling 
Tons

Composting 
Tons

Total Diversion 
Tons

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section III)

Survey Method
Phone (P)
Mail (M)
On-site (O)
Other ___

1 Citrus Packing House Cardboard, Rots 467 467 2.8% (M)
2 Grocery Store OCC, Plastic, Bone & Fat, Organics

245 245 1.5%
Other, e-mail

3 Citrus Packing House Rots 180 180 1.1% (O)
4 Grocery Store Bone & Fat 9 9 0.1% (O)
5 Rendering Used cooking oil 2 2 0.0% (O)

903 903 5.4%Totals

Top 10 Non-Residential Generators

Please complete this table for the top ten non-residential businesses that were surveyed. Use the business type in lieu of the specific business name.(e.g., grocery store 
vs. Bestway Grocery Store) List each non-residential business separately from largest to smallest, based on total diversion tons. Audit reference number should be the same 
number used to identify businesses on the survey/audit sheets, and must be identical to the data in the Section V spreadsheet.

Page 14S:\Waste Analysis\Web Projects\Working Drafts\BYNoExtrap2-19.xls
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 5 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2b 

Section V - Non-Residential Generator Audit Diversion Spreadsheet 

Use the type of business and audit reference number in lieu of the specific business name. For each business include the diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage 
diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors and sources. Copies of the audit survey form(s) for each of the top ten businesses should be included as an attachment 
Click on the Section Button to add a section for another generator ( ten rows and a subtotal row added to the table for each new generator). If you have any questions, please contact 
Representative at (916) 341-6199. Add 

for each 

your OLA 
Section _ 

Non-Residential Generator Audit Diversion 
_ 

Non-Residential 
Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

Number 

Generator Type 
(Example - grocery 

store, retail, 
manufacturer) 

Material Type (Example - 
cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.) 

Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source or Actual Weight 

Source 
Reduction 

(Tons) 

Recycling 
(Tons) 

Composting 
(Tons) 

Total Tons 

1 Citrus Packing House Cardboard-actual wt 177 177 
Rots-actual wt. 290 290 

Subtotal - 0 467 0 467 
Grocery Store OCC (cardboard) Actual Wt 139.66 139.66 

Plastic Actual Wt 5.61 5.61 
Bone & Fat Actual Wt 17.15 17.15 
Organics Actual Wt 82.28 82.28 

Subtotal - 0 244.7 0 244.7 
Citrus Packing House Rots Actual Wt 180 180 

Subtotal - 0 180 0 180 

Page15 

Section V - Non-Residential Generator Audit Diversion Spreadsheet  

Non-Residential 
Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

Number

Generator Type 
(Example - grocery 

store, retail, 
manufacturer) 

Material Type (Example - 
cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.)

Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source or Actual Weight

Source 
Reduction 

(Tons)

Recycling 
(Tons)

Composting 
(Tons)

Total Tons

1 Citrus Packing House Cardboard-actual wt 177 177
Rots-actual wt. 290 290

    
 

Subtotal - 0 467 0 467
Grocery Store OCC (cardboard) Actual Wt 139.66 139.66

Plastic Actual Wt 5.61 5.61
Bone & Fat Actual Wt 17.15 17.15
Organics Actual Wt 82.28 82.28

     
 

Subtotal - 0 244.7 0 244.7
Citrus Packing House Rots Actual Wt 180 180

     
   
   
   
 

Subtotal - 0 180 0 180

Non-Residential Generator Audit Diversion  

Use the type of business and audit reference number in lieu of the specific business name. For each business include the diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage for each 
diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors and sources. Copies of the audit survey form(s) for each of the top ten businesses should be included as an attachment.
Click on the Section Button to add a section for another generator ( ten rows and a subtotal row added to the table for each new generator). If you have any questions, please contact your OLA 
Representative at (916) 341-6199. Add Section
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9 

2 

Non-Residential Generator Type Material Type (Example - Specific Conversion Factor and Source Recycling Composting Total Tons 

Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

(Example 
store, 

- grocery 
retail, 

cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.) Source or Actual Weight Reduction 
(Tons) 

(Tons) (Tons) 

manufarthirarl 

Bone & Fat Actual Wt 
Niimhar 

9 

2 Used Cooking Oil Average Reported Volume and Wt 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

Board Meeting Agenda Item 5 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2b 

Page16 

Non-Residential 
Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

Number

Generator Type 
(Example - grocery 

store, retail, 
manufacturer) 

Material Type (Example - 
cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.)

Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source or Actual Weight

Source 
Reduction 

(Tons)

Recycling 
(Tons)

Composting 
(Tons)

Total Tons

Grocery Store Bone & Fat Actual Wt 9 9

 

Subtotal - 0 9 0 9
Rendering Used Cooking Oil Average Reported Volume and Wt 2 2

 
 
 
Subtotal - 0 2 0 2

Subtotal - 0 0 0

Subtotal - 0 0 0
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Non-Residential 
Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

Number 

Generator Type 
(Example - grocery 

store, retail, 
manufacturer) 

Material Type (Example - 
cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.) 

Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source or Actual Weight 

Source 
Reduction 

(Tons) 

Recycling 
(Tons) 

Composting 
(Tons) 

Total Tons 

Subtotal - 0 0 0 

Subtotal - 0 0 0 

Subtotal - 0 0 0 

Grand Total 0 903 0 903 

Page17 

Non-Residential 
Generator Survey or 
Audit Identification 

Number

Generator Type 
(Example - grocery 

store, retail, 
manufacturer) 

Material Type (Example - 
cardboard, glass, plastic, etc.)

Specific Conversion Factor and 
Source or Actual Weight

Source 
Reduction 

(Tons)

Recycling 
(Tons)

Composting 
(Tons)

Total Tons

Subtotal - 0 0 0

Subtotal - 0 0 0

Subtotal - 0 0 0

Grand Total 0 903 0 903
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Section VI - Restricted Waste 

For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concrete, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals and white 
goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program or generator, please provide the following information: 

Insert 1 

1. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table. 
Note: Specific Program Name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "Diversion conducted by 
city public waste dept."). Please input the complete program name with business type if appropriate. If you need to add 
additional programs, insert a row by clicking on the button for that section. 

Restricted Waste Type 
Audit 

Reference 
Number 

Specific Program Name Year Started Generation Study 
Diversion 
Tonnage 

Inert Solids V cement recycling 
1999 12 

Inert Solids v Roll off box recycling 
1999 824 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

2. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the 
has not been approved by the Board, on a separate sheet marked "Aftachment Section 
documentation that indicates: 

• How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically 
(PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]). 

• That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than 
waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. 
applicable to individual programs (PRc sec 41781.2(c)(2). Please include documentation. 
■ The jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs 
Recycling Element. 
Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, 
an "Attachment Section VL2" for that waste type and program. 

Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. 

If documentation is not available, go to Number 4. 

program and waste type 
VI. 2", provide the 

resulted in the diversion 

or equal to the amount of that 
(Note: this criterion is 

in its Source Reduction and 

you do not have to provide 

(Date) 

3. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested 
available (but not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program 

Insert 3 

in Section VI.2" is 
claimed: 

Restricted Waste Type Audit 
Reference 

Number 

Specific Program Name Generation Study Diversion 
Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

4. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in Section VI.2 is not 
available, complete the table below for each program claimed : Ins 4 

Restricted Waste Type Audit 
Reference 

Number 

Specific Program Name Specific Program 
Generation Study 

Diversion Tonnage 

1990 Diversion 
Tonnage 

Difference 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Pull Down for Waste Types w 

Page 18 

Audit 
Reference 
Number

Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. (Date)

Audit 
Reference 
Number

Audit 
Reference 
Number

        How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically resulted in the diversion 
(PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]).

2. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the program and waste type 
has not been approved by the Board, on a separate sheet marked "Attachment Section VI. 2", provide the 
documentation that indicates:

Specific Program Name Specific Program 
Generation Study 

Diversion Tonnage

Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, you do not have to provide 
an "Attachment Section VI.2" for that waste type and program.  

If documentation is not available, go to Number 4.

         The jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element.

Section VI - Restricted Waste

pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type

1999
pull down for waste types

         That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than or equal to the amount of that 
waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. (Note: this criterion is 
applicable to individual programs (PRc sec 41781.2(c)(2). Please include documentation.

pull down for waste types

1990 Diversion 
Tonnage

Difference

4. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in Section VI.2 is not 
available, complete the table below for each program claimed :

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

3. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in Section VI.2" is 
available (but not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed:

For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concrete, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals and white 
goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program or generator, please provide the following information:

1. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990 , complete the following table.
Note: Specific  Program Name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "Diversion conducted by 
city public waste dept."). Please input the complete program name with business type if appropriate. If you need to add 
additional programs, insert a row by clicking on the button for that section.

Generation Study 
Diversion 
Tonnage

12

Year StartedRestricted Waste Type Specific Program Name

cement recycling

824
Roll off box recyclingpull down for waste types

pull down for waste types
1999

Restricted Waste Type Generation Study Diversion 
Tonnage

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

Specific Program Name

Inert Solids

Inert Solids

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste TypesPull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Insert 1

Insert 3

Ins 4
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Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings, Diversion Tonnage and Deductions for the City of Fillmore 

Identification/Generator 

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

#1 Citrus packing house 
lemon rots cattle 
feed program 354.00 6 tons/truck load 290.00 

The City staff weighed random numbers of 
trucks to determine average amount of lemon 
rots in a truck load. The # of truck loads was 
annualized over three years. 

subtotal 354.00 290.00 

#2 grocery store OCC recycling 139.66 actual weight 139.66 

Staff verified the actual diversion amount that 
was submitted by the recycler who serves this 
store. 

Plastic recycling 5.61 actual weight 5.61 

Staff verified the actual diversion amount that 
was submitted by the recycler who serves this 
store. 

Bone & fat 
recycling 17.15 actual weight 17.15 

Staff verified the actual diversion amount that 
was submitted by the recycler who serves this 
store. 

1 
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Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings, Diversion Tonnage and Deductions for the City of Fillmore  

Identification/Generator

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology

#1 Citrus packing house
lemon rots cattle 
feed program 354.00 6 tons/truck load 290.00

The City staff weighed random numbers of 
trucks to determine average amount of lemon 
rots in a truck load. The # of truck loads was 
annualized over three years.

subtotal  354.00  290.00  

#2 grocery store OCC recycling 139.66 actual weight 139.66

Staff verified the actual diversion amount that 
was submitted by the recycler who serves this 
store.

Plastic recycling 5.61 actual weight 5.61

Staff verified the actual diversion amount that 
was submitted by the recycler who serves this 
store.

Bone & fat 
recycling 17.15 actual weight 17.15

Staff verified the actual diversion amount that 
was submitted by the recycler who serves this 
store.
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Identification/Generator 

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

Organics 
composting 82.28 actual weight 82.28 

Staff verified the actual diversion amount that 
was submitted by the recycler who serves this 
store. 

subtotal 244.70 244.70 

#3 Citrus packing house 
lemon rots cattle 
feed program 180.00 3 tons/truck loads 180.00 

The City staff weighed random numbers of 
trucks to determine average amount of lemon 
rots in a truck load. The # of truck loads was 
annualized over three years. 

sub total 180.00 180.00 

City grasscycling grasscycling 70.00 8.98 acres x 7.6 tons/acre 68.45 
A miscalculation of the tonnage was corrected. 
The Board staff verified the mowable acreage. 

School grasscycling grasscycling 359.00 47 acres x 7.6 tons/acre 216.67 
The actual mowable acreage is 28.50 acres. The 
grasscycling amount was adjusted accordingly. 

2 
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Identification/Generator

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology

Organics 
composting 82.28 actual weight 82.28

Staff verified the actual diversion amount that 
was submitted by the recycler who serves this 
store.

subtotal 244.70 244.70

#3 Citrus packing house
lemon rots cattle 
feed program 180.00 3 tons/truck loads 180.00

The City staff weighed random numbers of 
trucks to determine average amount of lemon 
rots in a truck load. The # of truck loads was 
annualized over three years.

sub total 180.00 180.00

City grasscycling grasscycling 70.00 8.98 acres x 7.6 tons/acre 68.45
A miscalculation of the tonnage was corrected. 
The Board staff verified the mowable acreage.

School grasscycling grasscycling 359.00 47 acres x 7.6 tons/acre 216.67
The actual mowable acreage is 28.50 acres. The 
grasscycling amount was adjusted accordingly.
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Identification/Generator 

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

Cement Concrete recycling 12.00 actual weight 12.00 
The program started in 
waste criteria is met. 

1999. The restricted 

sub total 441.00 297.12 

Total 1,219.70 1,011.82 
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Identification/Generator

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology

Cement Concrete recycling 12.00 actual weight 12.00
The program started in 1999. The restricted 
waste criteria is met.

sub total 441.00 297.12

Total 1,219.70  1,011.82  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-196 

Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element, For The City Of Fillmore, Ventura County 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 41031 (Cities) and 41331 (Counties) require that 
information submitted by a jurisdiction on the quantities of solid waste it has generated, diverted 
and disposed, shall include data as accurate as possible to enable the Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) to accurately measure the jurisdiction's achievement of the 
diversion requirement pursuant to PRC Section 41780; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Fillmore (City) submitted documentation requesting to change its base 
year to 2003, which it claims is as accurate as possible; and 

WHEREAS, a portion of the 2003 new base-year generation tonnage claimed by the City has 
been modified as a result of staff verification, and is reflected in the staff-revised certification; 
and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the base year 
change to 2003 with the staff-recommended changes as noted in this item for the City of 
Fillmore. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

Page (2005-196) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-196 

Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element, For The City Of Fillmore, Ventura County 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 41031 (Cities) and 41331 (Counties) require that 
information submitted by a jurisdiction on the quantities of solid waste it has generated, diverted 
and disposed, shall include data as accurate as possible to enable the Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) to accurately measure the jurisdiction’s achievement of the 
diversion requirement pursuant to PRC Section 41780; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Fillmore (City) submitted documentation requesting to change its base 
year to 2003, which it claims is as accurate as possible; and 
 
WHEREAS, a portion of the 2003 new base-year generation tonnage claimed by the City has 
been modified as a result of staff verification, and is reflected in the staff-revised certification; 
and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the base year 
change to 2003 with the staff-recommended changes as noted in this item for the City of 
Fillmore. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 6 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element For The City Of Temecula, Riverside County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Temecula (City) in Riverside City has requested to change its base year to 
2003. The City has requested a 52 percent diversion rate for the 2003 new base year. 
With the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff-recommended 
new base year, the City's diversion rate would be 51 percent for 2003. With biomass 
credit, the diversion rate for 2003 is 53 percent. A complete listing of the City's 
implemented programs is provided in Attachment 1 of this agenda item. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
This is the first time this item is coming before the Board. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the City's base-year change as originally submitted. 
2. Approve the City's base-year change with staff's and/or Board-suggested 

modifications. 
3. Disapprove the City's base-year change. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff has determined that the method used to establish the new base-year with the 
recommended modifications has been adequately documented, and is generally consistent 
with previous Board standards for accuracy. Board staff therefore recommends the 
Board adopt Option 2: approve the City's new base-year with staffs and/or Board-
suggested recommendations. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41031 (cities) and 41331 (counties) require 
information submitted by jurisdictions on the quantities of solid waste generated, 
diverted, and disposed of, to include data that are as accurate as possible. At its 
March 1997 meeting, the Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use for 
improving the accuracy of their base-year generation data. One of the approved 
methods allows a jurisdiction to establish a more current base year. 

2. Basis for staff's analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information below. 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element For The City Of Temecula, Riverside County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Temecula (City) in Riverside City has requested to change its base year to 
2003.  The City has requested a 52 percent diversion rate for the 2003 new base year.  
With the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff-recommended 
new base year, the City’s diversion rate would be 51 percent for 2003. With biomass 
credit, the diversion rate for 2003 is 53 percent. A complete listing of the City’s 
implemented programs is provided in Attachment 1 of this agenda item.   
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
This is the first time this item is coming before the Board. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the City’s base-year change as originally submitted. 
2. Approve the City’s base-year change with staff’s and/or Board-suggested 

modifications. 
3. Disapprove the City’s base-year change.  
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff has determined that the method used to establish the new base-year with the 
recommended modifications has been adequately documented, and is generally consistent 
with previous Board standards for accuracy.  Board staff therefore recommends the 
Board adopt Option 2: approve the City’s new base-year with staff’s and/or Board-
suggested recommendations. 
  

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41031 (cities) and 41331 (counties) require 
information submitted by jurisdictions on the quantities of solid waste generated, 
diverted, and disposed of, to include data that are as accurate as possible.  At its 
March 1997 meeting, the Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use for 
improving the accuracy of their base-year generation data.  One of the approved 
methods allows a jurisdiction to establish a more current base year.   

 
2. Basis for staff’s analysis 

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

** 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003* 

Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 

(ppd) 

Population Non-Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

Residential Waste 
Stream Percentage 

2003 ND ND ND ND 51% 14.52** 75,700 76% 24% 
* This 
Change" 

value is based on the City's 
section below. 

The ppd is high due to the large 

Geographic location: 
85 miles southeast of 
of Orange County and 

Base-Year Change 

proposed (2003) base year change, discussed in the "Base Year 

inert recycling tonnage amount. 

The City of Temecula is located in Southwest Riverside County, 
Los Angeles, 55 miles north of San Diego, and 61 miles southeast 
its size is 30.15 square miles, or 19,296 acres. 

to change its base year from 1990 to 2003. The City considers the 
accurate, and the best available data. There was no extrapolation of 

generation in 2003, the City used disposal data from the Board's 
and collected diversion information from the activities listed 

a site visit in February 2005 to verify these activities. 

The City has requested 
2003 data to be more 
diversion data. 

To estimate the waste 
Disposal Reporting System 
below. Board staff conducted 

Program Description 
Residential: 
Residential Curbside Recycling This is a citywide curbside recycling program that is offered to single family 

residents. Under a franchise agreement, the hauler continues to provide a 60 
gallon automated recycling container serviced once a week to every single 
family residence. Participation in the recycling program is voluntary; however 
the trash collection is a mandatory service. The hauler provides residential trash 
service to 19,601 single family homes. This is a commingled program and the 
following items may be included in the container: jars, cans, bottles, papers, junk 
mail, newspapers, telephone books, cardboard, plastics and cereal boxes. 
Residents can receive a second recycling container free of charge. The City and 
the hauler promote this program at events and website. 

Residential Greenwaste collection Under the franchise agreement, the hauler provides all single family residences 
with a 60 gallon automated container serviced weekly. 
Greenwaste material is collected and diverted to BP Johns for composting, 
chipping/grinding, ADC and mulching. Participation in this program is 
voluntary; however, the trash service is mandatory. 

Residential Buy-Back There are five active buy-back centers in the City that report volume information 
to the Department of Conservation, Division of Recycling (DOC/DOR). 

Commercial: 
Grasscycling Two golf courses are grasscycling the courses. 

Commercial On-Site Pickup The City has expanded this program to require new businesses to provide 
enough room in their enclosures for a recycling bin. The hauler offers 
commercial bin service to businesses at a reduced rate. All customer service 
representatives of the hauler are trained to offer the recycling bins to new 
businesses signing up for service. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
 Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003* 

Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day  

(ppd) 

Population Non-Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

Residential Waste 
Stream Percentage 

2003 ND ND ND ND 51% 14.52** 75,700 76% 24% 
* This value is based on the City’s proposed (2003) base year change, discussed in the “Base Year 
Change” section below.  
** The ppd is high due to the large inert recycling tonnage amount. 
 

Geographic location:  The City of Temecula is located in Southwest Riverside County, 
85 miles southeast of Los Angeles, 55 miles north of San Diego, and 61 miles southeast 
of Orange County and its size is 30.15 square miles, or 19,296 acres. 
 
Base-Year Change 
The City has requested to change its base year from 1990 to 2003.  The City considers the 
2003 data to be more accurate, and the best available data.  There was no extrapolation of 
diversion data. 
   
To estimate the waste generation in 2003, the City used disposal data from the Board’s 
Disposal Reporting System and collected diversion information from the activities listed 
below.  Board staff conducted a site visit in February 2005 to verify these activities.   

 
Program Description 
Residential:  
Residential Curbside Recycling This is a citywide curbside recycling program that is offered to single family 

residents.  Under a franchise agreement, the hauler continues to provide a 60 
gallon automated recycling container serviced once a week to every single 
family residence. Participation in the recycling program is voluntary; however 
the trash collection is a mandatory service. The hauler provides residential trash 
service to 19,601 single family homes. This is a commingled program and the 
following items may be included in the container: jars, cans, bottles, papers, junk 
mail, newspapers, telephone books, cardboard, plastics and cereal boxes. 
Residents can receive a second recycling container free of charge. The City and 
the hauler promote this program at events and website. 

Residential Greenwaste collection Under the franchise agreement, the hauler provides all single family residences 
with a 60 gallon automated container serviced weekly. 
Greenwaste material is collected and diverted to BP Johns for composting, 
chipping/grinding, ADC and mulching.  Participation in this program is 
voluntary; however, the trash service is mandatory.   

Residential Buy-Back There are five active buy-back centers in the City that report volume information 
to the Department of Conservation, Division of Recycling (DOC/DOR). 

Commercial:  
Grasscycling Two golf courses are grasscycling the courses. 

 
 

Commercial On-Site Pickup The City has expanded this program to require new businesses to provide 
enough room in their enclosures for a recycling bin. The hauler offers 
commercial bin service to businesses at a reduced rate.  All customer service 
representatives of the hauler are trained to offer the recycling bins to new 
businesses signing up for service. 
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Material Recovery Facility The hauler owns and operates a MRF and processes the City's waste streams. 
The MRF diverts greenwaste, concrete, tires, wood waste, street sweepings, 
glass, plastics, aluminum, tin, paper, newspaper and cardboard. 

Commercial onsite greenwaste 
collection (including street 
sweeping debris collection) 

The City collects all greenwaste from their parks, medians and parkways. To cut 
down on contamination and illegal dumping, the City has built an enclosure for 
the greenwaste containers. The greenwaste is collected by the hauler and 
diverted to BP Johns for composting, chipping/grinding, ADC, and mulching. 
Commercial businesses may request a greenwaste bin from the hauler. The 
hauler collects the City's street sweepings and mixes the material with their 
greenwaste and diverts it to BP Johns for composting, chipping/grinding, ADC, 
and mulching. 

Inert Recycling The City has a municipal code that requires all developers to use the franchise 
hauler to haul their C&D debris. City Officials met with representatives from 
various developers to introduce the new hauler restrictions, discuss, and take 
suggestions. The developer must now provide proof that they have made 
arrangements with the hauler prior to issuance of building permits. The hauler 
separates the construction and demolition at their MRF. 

Originally the jurisdiction 
2a is the City's Base Year 
staff's verification (desk 
diversion, Board staff is 
51 percent. 

The City appears to have 
2b is the Base Year Modification 
provides additional details 
year. 

Certification Changes 

claimed a diversion rate of 52 percent for 2003. Attachment 
Modification Request Certification. As a result of Board 

review and on-site verification visits) of the City's claimed 
recommending acceptance of the revised 2003 diversion rate of 

programs that support the proposed diversion rate. Attachment 
Request Certification prepared by Board staff that 

to support the Board staffs recommendations for the new base 

of the jurisdiction's proposed new base year, as well as a site 
results conducted in February 2005, Board staff recommends 

Based on staff's analysis 
verification of the survey 
several deductions. Board 
representatives. The City 
the proposed changes. 

The City was able to provide 
a number of programs such 
• Franchise hauler summary 

franchise haulers programs 
hauler commercial 

staff has discussed the proposed changes with City 
representatives agree with Board staff's recommendations for 

additional information to support the diversion tonnage for 
as: 

report showing the amount of material recycled through 
including residential curbside recycling, and franchise 

recycling 
amount of greenwaste material collected including the amount 

for biomass and the amount diverted through shredding for use as 

Conservation Report for the amount of CRV material recycled 

result of the site verification include: 
data for a business that could not demonstrate the net 

and, 
tonnage for a business that the actual diversion report showed 

in the original study. 

• A report showing the 
of greenwaste used 
mulch. 

• The Department of 
from the City. 

Key changes made as a 
• Removal of the diversion 

reduction of disposal; 
• Reductions in diversion 

less amount than submitted 
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Material Recovery Facility The hauler owns and operates a MRF and processes the City’s waste streams. 
The MRF diverts greenwaste, concrete, tires, wood waste, street sweepings, 
glass, plastics, aluminum, tin, paper, newspaper and cardboard. 

Commercial onsite greenwaste 
collection (including street 
sweeping debris collection) 

The City collects all greenwaste from their parks, medians and parkways. To cut 
down on contamination and illegal dumping, the City has built an enclosure for 
the greenwaste containers. The greenwaste is collected by the hauler and 
diverted to BP Johns for composting, chipping/grinding, ADC, and mulching. 
Commercial businesses may request a greenwaste bin from the hauler. The 
hauler collects the City’s street sweepings and mixes the material with their 
greenwaste and diverts it to BP Johns for composting, chipping/grinding, ADC, 
and mulching. 

Inert Recycling The City has a municipal code that requires all developers to use the franchise 
hauler to haul their C&D debris. City Officials met with representatives from 
various developers to introduce the new hauler restrictions, discuss, and take 
suggestions. The developer must now provide proof that they have made 
arrangements with the hauler prior to issuance of building permits. The hauler 
separates the construction and demolition at their MRF. 

 
Originally the jurisdiction claimed a diversion rate of 52 percent for 2003.  Attachment 
2a is the City’s Base Year Modification Request Certification.  As a result of Board 
staff’s verification (desk review and on-site verification visits) of the City’s claimed 
diversion, Board staff is recommending acceptance of the revised 2003 diversion rate of 
51 percent.   
 
The City appears to have programs that support the proposed diversion rate.  Attachment 
2b is the Base Year Modification Request Certification prepared by Board staff that 
provides additional details to support the Board staff’s recommendations for the new base 
year. 

 
Certification Changes  
Based on staff’s analysis of the jurisdiction’s proposed new base year, as well as a site 
verification of the survey results conducted in February 2005, Board staff recommends 
several deductions.  Board staff has discussed the proposed changes with City 
representatives. The City representatives agree with Board staff’s recommendations for 
the proposed changes.   
 
The City was able to provide additional information to support the diversion tonnage for 
a number of programs such as: 
• Franchise hauler summary report showing the amount of material recycled through 

franchise haulers programs including residential curbside recycling, and franchise 
hauler commercial recycling 

• A report showing the amount of greenwaste material collected including the amount 
of greenwaste used for biomass and the amount diverted through shredding for use as 
mulch. 

• The Department of Conservation Report for the amount of CRV material recycled 
from the City. 

 
Key changes made as a result of the site verification include: 
• Removal of the diversion data for a business that could not demonstrate the net 

reduction of disposal; and, 
• Reductions in diversion tonnage for a business that the actual diversion report showed 

less amount than submitted in the original study. 
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Attachment 3 is a summary of the changes showing what was originally claimed, Board 
staff findings, and the basis for the deductions and additions. With these changes, Board 
staff recommends the request for a new base year be approved. 

Base Year Analysis 
The City of Temecula Disposal Diversion Generation 
Old Base Year Tons (1990) 47,533 13,811 61,344 
Jurisdiction New Base-Year Tons (2003) 98,193 106,571 204,764 
Board Staff Recommended New (2003) Base-Year Tons 98,193 102,392 200,585 

2003 Diversion Rate 
using old 1990 Base Year 

Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion 
Rate for New 2003 Base Year 

Board Staff Recommended 
Diversion Rate for 

New 2003 Base Year 
47% 52% 51% 

In addition to any deductions already made by the City and Board staff, the Board has 
authority to make additional deductions to the diversion tonnage. Public Resources Code 
Sections 41031, 41033, 41331, and 41333 provide that jurisdictions' waste 
characterization components (which contain the waste generation studies) shall include 
data that are as accurate as possible. These statutes provide the basis for allowing 
jurisdictions to request, and for the Board to approve, new base years. Consequently, in 
considering new base-year requests, the standard used by the Board is whether the new 
base year is as accurate as possible. To the extent that the Board determines that a 
portion of the new base year is not accurate, the Board may approve the remainder of the 
new base year, with the inaccurate portion removed. 

Biomass Diversion Credit Claim 
The City included in its 2003 diversion calculation a biomass diversion claim for 3,288 
tons of material sent to Colmac Energy facility located in the City of Mecca in Riverside 
County, California. Starting in 2000, PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to 
include not more than 10 percent diversion through biomass conversion if the Board 
determines at a public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that certain 
conditions are met. The table below identifies those conditions, and how the City has 
met them. 

Biomass Diversion Credit for the City of Temecula 

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1. Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from transformation 

in the same reporting year 
1. The City is not also claiming 2003 diversion 

credit for transformation 
2. Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively implement all 

feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting measures. 
2. The City is adequately implementing 

diversion programs, as shown in Attachment 
1. 

3. The material sent to a biomass facility was normally disposed by 
the jurisdiction (PRC Section 41781). 

3. The material sent by the City to Colmac 
Energy in 2003 was normally disposed by the 
City as indicated in its SRRE. 

4. The biomass facility exclusively processes biomass (defined in 
PRC Section 40106). 

4. Colmac Energy only processes the following 
biomass materials: greenwaste, wood chips, 
wood waste, yard waste. 

5. The biomass facility is in compliance with all applicable air 
quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5. Colmac Energy met all applicable air quality 
laws, rules, and regulations. 

6. The ash or other residue from the facility is regularly tested to 
determine if it is hazardous waste; and, if it is determined to be 

6. In 2003 the ash was tested regularly and was 
determined to be not hazardous. 
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Attachment 3 is a summary of the changes showing what was originally claimed, Board 
staff findings, and the basis for the deductions and additions.  With these changes, Board 
staff recommends the request for a new base year be approved.  
 
Base Year Analysis 

The City of Temecula Disposal Diversion Generation 
Old Base Year Tons (1990) 47,533 13,811 61,344 
Jurisdiction New Base-Year Tons (2003) 98,193 106,571 204,764 
Board Staff Recommended New (2003) Base-Year Tons 98,193 102,392 200,585 

 
2003 Diversion Rate 

using old 1990 Base Year 
Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion 
Rate for New 2003 Base Year 

Board Staff Recommended 
Diversion Rate for  

New 2003 Base Year 
47% 52% 51% 

 
In addition to any deductions already made by the City and Board staff, the Board has 
authority to make additional deductions to the diversion tonnage.  Public Resources Code 
Sections 41031, 41033, 41331, and 41333 provide that jurisdictions’ waste 
characterization components (which contain the waste generation studies) shall include 
data that are as accurate as possible.  These statutes provide the basis for allowing 
jurisdictions to request, and for the Board to approve, new base years.  Consequently, in 
considering new base-year requests, the standard used by the Board is whether the new 
base year is as accurate as possible.  To the extent that the Board determines that a 
portion of the new base year is not accurate, the Board may approve the remainder of the 
new base year, with the inaccurate portion removed. 
 
Biomass Diversion Credit Claim 
The City included in its 2003 diversion calculation a biomass diversion claim for 3,288 
tons of material sent to Colmac Energy facility located in the City of Mecca in Riverside 
County, California.  Starting in 2000, PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to 
include not more than 10 percent diversion through biomass conversion if the Board 
determines at a public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that certain 
conditions are met.  The table below identifies those conditions, and how the City has 
met them. 
 

Biomass Diversion Credit for the City of Temecula 

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1.  Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from transformation 

in the same reporting year 
1.  The City is not also claiming 2003 diversion 

credit for transformation 
2.  Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively implement all 

feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting measures.  
2.  The City is adequately implementing 

diversion programs, as shown in Attachment 
1. 

3.  The material sent to a biomass facility was normally disposed by 
the jurisdiction (PRC Section 41781). 

3.  The material sent by the City to Colmac 
Energy in 2003 was normally disposed by the 
City as indicated in its SRRE. 

4.  The biomass facility exclusively processes biomass (defined in 
PRC Section 40106). 

4. Colmac Energy only processes the following 
biomass materials: greenwaste, wood chips, 
wood waste, yard waste. 

5.  The biomass facility is in compliance with all applicable air 
quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5.  Colmac Energy met all applicable air quality 
laws, rules, and regulations. 

6.  The ash or other residue from the facility is regularly tested to 
determine if it is hazardous waste; and, if it is determined to be 

6.  In 2003 the ash was tested regularly and was 
determined to be not hazardous.  
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hazardous, the ash or other residue is sent to a Class I hazardous 
waste disposal facility. 

Approving 
rate 2 
Colmac 
Board 

3. Findings 

the City's 
percentage points 

Energy biomass 
staff recommends 

biomass diversion 
(i.e., from 
facility meet 
the Board 

the City has 
staff is 

request documented 

Issues 
information, 

Term Impacts 

new base 
diversion programs 

to the Board 

this item 
41331 (counties) 

generated, 

Justice 

claim of 
51 percent to 

the criteria 
approve the 

adequately 
recommending 

3,288 tons increases its 
53 percent). Because the 
for claiming biomass diversion 

City's biomass diversion 

documented its request for 
approval of the staff-recommended 

2b. 

aware of any environmental 

year will lead to a more 

the City to more accurately 
to more accurately 

item. 

process for implementing 
jurisdictions to submit 

that are as accurate 

in Attachment 

base 

2003 diversion 
City and 

credit, 
claim for 2003. 

a 2003 base- Board staff believes 
year change. Therefore, 
base-year change 

B. Environmental 
Based on available 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long 
Improving the accuracy 
statewide measurement. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the City's 
the success of its 
progress to the Board. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, 
41031 (cities) or 
quantities of waste 

G. Environmental 
Community Setting. 

of a jurisdiction's 

staff is not 

year will enable 
and therefore 

results from this 

represents the 
that require 

diverted and disposed 

issues related 

accurate 

measure 
report its 

PRC Section 
data on 

as possible. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for the City of Temecula 

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 
American % Asian % Pacific 

Islander % Other 

69.3 19.0 3.2 0.6 4.6 0.3 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for the City of Temecula* 
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

59,516 67,686 6.7 

*Citywide 
**Per Household 
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hazardous, the ash or other residue is sent to a Class I hazardous 
waste disposal facility. 

 
Approving the City’s biomass diversion claim of 3,288 tons increases its 2003 diversion 
rate 2 percentage points (i.e., from 51 percent to 53 percent).  Because the City and 
Colmac Energy biomass facility meet the criteria for claiming biomass diversion credit, 
Board staff recommends the Board approve the City’s biomass diversion claim for 2003. 
 
3.  Findings 

Board staff believes the City has adequately documented its request for a 2003 base-
year change. Therefore, staff is recommending approval of the staff-recommended 
base-year change request documented in Attachment 2b.  
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Improving the accuracy of a jurisdiction’s base year will lead to a more accurate 
statewide measurement. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the City’s new base year will enable the City to more accurately measure 
the success of its diversion programs and therefore to more accurately report its 
progress to the Board. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41031 (cities) or 41331 (counties) that require jurisdictions to submit data on 
quantities of waste generated, diverted and disposed that are as accurate as possible. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for the City of Temecula 

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 
American % Asian % Pacific 

Islander % Other 

69.3 19.0 3.2 0.6 4.6 0.3 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for the City of Temecula*  
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

59,516 67,686 6.7 
*Citywide 
**Per Household 
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• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional representative, 
there are no environmental justice issues related to the new base year study in this 
community 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The City provides Beverage 
Container Recycling program, Used Oil Recycling Program and Community 
Recycling Program information in English and Spanish. Currently there are nine 
Spanish speaking employees in the City to provide customer services or 
assistance to Spanish speaking customers. 

• Project Benefits. Improving the accuracy of this jurisdiction's base year will 
lead to a more accurate statewide measurement. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 2, Objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed), by assessing the jurisdictions' efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal and thereby achieve the diversion 
requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Program Listing for the City of Temecula 
2a.  Base Year Modification Request Certification for the City of Temecula 
2b.  Board staff Recommended Base-Year Modification Request Certification 
3.  Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings for the City of Temecula 
4.  Resolution Number 2005-197 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Melissa Vargas Phone: (916) 341-6243 
B.  Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

1. The City of Temecula 
B.  Opposition 

1. No known opposition. 
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• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, 
there are no environmental justice issues related to the new base year study in this 
community.  

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The City provides Beverage 
Container Recycling program, Used Oil Recycling Program and Community 
Recycling Program information in English and Spanish. Currently there are nine 
Spanish speaking employees in the City to provide customer services or 
assistance to Spanish speaking customers.  

• Project Benefits.  Improving the accuracy of this jurisdiction’s base year will 
lead to a more accurate statewide measurement. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 2, Objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed), by assessing the jurisdictions’ efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal and thereby achieve the diversion 
requirement of PRC Section 41780.  
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Program Listing for the City of Temecula 
2a. Base Year Modification Request Certification for the City of Temecula 
2b. Board staff Recommended Base-Year Modification Request Certification 
3. Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings for the City of Temecula 
4.   Resolution Number 2005-197 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Melissa Vargas Phone:  (916) 341-6243 
B. Legal Staff:  Elliot Block Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
1. The City of Temecula

B. Opposition 
1.  No known opposition.   
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Office of Local Assistance 
Program Listing for 

Temecula 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1991 D 99 DE DE DE DE DE SI SO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 6 
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 Office of Local Assistance  
 Program Listing for  
 Temecula  

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1991 D 99 DE DE DE DE DE SI SO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Temecula June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 D 99 DE DE DE DE DE SI SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3020-CM-COG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 D 99 DE DE DE DE DE SI SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3020-CM-COG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Temecula June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND N N 1996 NA Al AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND N N 1996 NA AI AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Temecula June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Landfill 

7020-FR-TST N N 1991 AO AO AO AO AO AO D 99 SI 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

8010-TR-BIO N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Biomass 

9000-HH-PMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-H H-CSC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D 99 SI 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST N N 1991 AO AO AO AO AO AO D  99 SI 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 8010-TR-BIO N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Biomass 

 9000-HH-PMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D  99 SI 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Temecula June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Sicted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

9050-H H-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 9050-HH-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Prepared by EcoNomics, Inc, 

12/17/04 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Base Year Modification Request Certification 
Part 1: Generation Study - No Extrapolation Diversion Data 
To request a substitution for a previously approved base year used in calculating the diversion rate for 
your jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance 
(OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA staff. 
When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with you to prepare for 
your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 341-
6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance 
1001 I Street, (MS-25) 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board. 

1. Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting year 
generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approved base year. 
2 2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 

existing Board-approved base year to a new base year. 

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. If you have problems 
using these sheets, please contact your Office of Local Assistance representative by calling 5916) 341-6199, 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 
Jurisdiction Name 

Temecula 
County 

Riverside 
AuthoM-d Signature tr.-  

-‘0 i.ieLl 1 item 
Title Deputy Director at Community Services 

Type/Priot ame of Person S gning Date Phone ( ) Include Area Code 
Phyllis RU 17-Dec-04 (951)694-6480 

Person Completing This Form (ohmse print or type) Title President 

William O'Toole 
' 

Affiliation: EcoNomics Inc.' 
Mailing Address City State ZIP Code 

PO Box 48g Los Olivos CA 93441 

s-Mail Address WilliaMeeCOrlOMiCSiritnet 

TOTAL P.01 

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 6
Attachment 2a

Jthomas
Text Box

Jthomas
Text Box



Board Meeting Agenda Item 6 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2a 

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4"). 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 

Inc. 

1. Current Board-approved existing base year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year: 

Note: New base years must be representative of a 
jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 

2003 

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion: 

On-site surveys were done of generators during 2004 calendar year of businesses within the City. This data gives an 
accurate account of commercial diversion activities. 

4. Enter diversion rate information below. 

Diversion rate calculated using existing 
base year a. NA % 

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study b. 52 % 

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation NA 

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

14.67 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation % generation % 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 21% % generation 79% % 

Population existing generation-based study 75,700 

5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your 
current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction's demographics). 
Temecula has experienced growth in both the residential and commercial sectors over the last 13 years. According to the 
California Department of Finance, Temecula's estimated population as of January 2003 is 75,700. From 1990-2003, 
Temecula's population nearly tripled, rising 176.8% from 27,099 to 75,700 people. This was the inland region's fastest growth 
rate, ahead of adjacent Murrieta (158.2%) and third largest absolute gain among the area's 48 cities (after Corona, Fontana). 

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain the 
specific reasons for the difference. (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.) 

Pending CIWMB 2003 calculations. 

Prepared by EcoNomics, 
Page 2 of 10 12/17/04 

a. % b. %

% % % %

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion.

4. Enter diversion rate information below.

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4").

1. Current Board-approved existing base year:

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion:

2. Proposed new generation-based study year:

Diversion rate calculated using existing 
base year

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study

Note: New base years must be representative of a 
jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 

2003

On-site surveys were done of generators during  2004 calendar year of businesses within the City.  This data gives an 
accurate account of commercial diversion activities.  

52NA

Pending CIWMB 2003 calculations.

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain the 
specific reasons for the difference.  (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.)

current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction’s demographics).

Residential
generation

75,700

Temecula has experienced growth in both the residential and commercial sectors over the last 13 years.  According to the 
California Department of Finance, Temecula's estimated population as of January 2003 is 75,700.  From 1990-2003, 
Temecula’s population nearly tripled, rising 176.8% from 27,099 to 75,700 people. This was the inland region’s fastest growth 
rate, ahead of adjacent Murrieta (158.2%) and third largest absolute gain among the area’s 48 cities (after Corona, Fontana). 

5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your
Population existing generation-based study

Non-Residential 
generation

 Residential
generation 79%

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation NA

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

21%

14.67

Non-Residential
generation

Page 2 of 10
Prepared by EcoNomics, Inc.

12/17/04
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7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values): 

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains 
r❑ a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal 

❑ b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit 

❑ c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were 

21064 77129 98193 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

Residential Non-Residential Total 
your disposal data and complete the required tables. 

Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.) 

of hauler and self-haul tonnage. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at 

corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, 
requested. Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations). If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt,] white goods, and scrap metal, please identify those programs/waste types and fill out Section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 

*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9. 

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 

if 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm  

Residential Source Reduction 
Activities 

Backyard composting 
Grasscycling 0.0% 
Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 

Subtotal, Residential Source 
Reduction 0 0.0% 
Residential Recycling Activities 

Curbside Recycling 9915 4.8% RESIDENTIAL CURBSIDE ACTUAL WEIGHTS C R & R RECORDS 

Buyback Centers 1757 0.9% DOC BUYBACK CENTERS ACTUAL WEIGHTS DOC RECORDS 
Drop-off Centers 

Prepared by EcoNomics, Inc. 
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21064 77129 98193
Residential Non-Residential Total

*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9.

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

   Backyard composting
   Grasscycling 0.0%

0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
Subtotal, Residential Source 
Reduction 0 0.0%
Residential Recycling Activities

  Curbside Recycling 9915 4.8% RESIDENTIAL CURBSIDE ACTUAL WEIGHTS C R & R RECORDS
  Buyback Centers 1757 0.9% DOC BUYBACK CENTERS ACTUAL WEIGHTS DOC RECORDS
  Drop-off Centers

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables.

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if 
requested.  Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations).  If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt,] white goods, and scrap metal, please identify those programs/waste types and fill out Section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 

  Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 

Residential Source Reduction 
Activities

7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values):

            a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.)
            b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage.  (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)

            c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)
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Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation 
in one box) 

w/multiple materials Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm 

Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Recycling 11672 5.7% 

Residential Composting Activities 

Green Waste Drop-off 

Curbside Green Waste 14692 7.2% RESIDENTIAL GREENWASTE ACTUAL WEIGHTS C R & R RECORDS 
Christmas Tree Program (Included in curbside green waste tons) 

Other Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Composting 

14692 7.2% 
Subtotal, Residential Diversion 

26364 12.9% 
Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities: 

Non-Residential Waste Audits• 2905 1.4% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 

Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Enter Program name 
Enter Program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 2905 1.4% 

Prepared by EcoNomics, Inc. 
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Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Recycling 11672 5.7%
Residential Composting Activities

   Green Waste Drop-off
   Curbside Green Waste 14692 7.2% RESIDENTIAL GREENWASTE ACTUAL WEIGHTS C R & R  RECORDS
   Christmas Tree Program (Included in curbside green waste tons)

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Composting

14692 7.2%
Subtotal, Residential Diversion

26364 12.9%

  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 2905 1.4% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

   Enter Program name
   Enter Program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 2905 1.4%

  Other Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

  Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately)

Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities:
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Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm 

Recycling 
Non-Residential Waste Audits• 10859 5.3% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9 
Other Non-Residential Recycling (lis each program separately) 

2030-RC-OSP 3035 1.5% COMMERCIAL CARDBOARD RECYCLING ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS 
7000-FR-MRF 7878 3.8% COMMERCIAL WASTE DIRTY MRF ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential Recycling 
21772 10.6% 

Non-Residential Composting 
Activities 

Non-Residential Waste Audits• I 7545 I 3.7% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 
Other Non-Residential Composting list each program separately) 

3020-CM-COG 1185 0.6% STREET SWEEPING DEBRIS (less ADC totals) ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS 
3020-CM-COG 1006 0.5% CITY FACILITIES GREENWASTE COLLECTION ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential 
Composting 9736 4.8% 

Subtotal Non-Residential Diversion 34413 16.8% 
Residential/Non- Residential 

Diversion Activities 
ADC 653 0.3% ACTUAL RECORDS CIWMB WEBSITE 
Sludge 

Scrap Metal 
Construction and Demolition 45141 22.0% SELF HAUL ASPHALT AND CONCRETE ACTUAL RECORDS PROVIDED BY DAN COPP CRUSHING, INC 
Landfill Salvage 

Subtotal Residential/ 
Non-Residential Diversion 45794 22.4% 

Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 
Tons 2905 1.4% 

Total Diversion Tons 106571 52.0% 

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 98193 48.0% 

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 204764 

Diversion Rate 52% 

Prepared by EcoNomics, Inc. 
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Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

Recycling
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 10859 5.3% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

2030-RC-OSP 3035 1.5% COMMERCIAL CARDBOARD RECYCLING ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS
7000-FR-MRF 7878 3.8% COMMERCIAL WASTE DIRTY MRF ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal  Non-Residential Recycling

21772 10.6%
Non-Residential Composting 
Activities
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 7545 3.7% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

3020-CM-COG 1185 0.6% STREET SWEEPING DEBRIS (less ADC totals) ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS
3020-CM-COG 1006 0.5% CITY FACILITIES GREENWASTE COLLECTION ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name

Subtotal  Non-Residential 
Composting 9736 4.8%

Subtotal  Non-Residential Diversion 34413 16.8%
  Residential/Non- Residential 
Diversion Activities
   ADC 653 0.3% ACTUAL RECORDS CIWMB WEBSITE
   Sludge
   Scrap Metal
  Construction and Demolition 45141 22.0% SELF HAUL ASPHALT AND CONCRETE ACTUAL RECORDS PROVIDED BY DAN COPP CRUSHING, INC
   Landfill Salvage
Subtotal Residential/
Non-Residential Diversion 45794 22.4%
Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 

Tons 2905 1.4%

Total Diversion Tons 106571 52.0%

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 98193 48.0%

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 204764

Diversion Rate 52%

  Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
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9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits--Top 10 Non-Residential Generators 

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based on 
total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets. 
(Table will perform all addition calculations). 

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator 

Audit Reference 
Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities Include 
Material Type 

(e.g., paper recycling, grasscycling). 
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons 

Recycling 
Tons 

Composting 
Tons 

Total Diversion 
Tons 

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8) 

Survey Method 
Phone (P) 
Mail (M) 
On-site (0) 
Other 

Large Distribution 160 Wood Pallet Reuse, Wood Scrap 
Recycling 2400 600 3000 1.5% 

0 

Grading Contractor 155 Greenwaste/Grubbing 2769 2769 1.4% 0 
Manufacturing 148 Mfg windows: Glass, Vinyl , Metal 

Recycling, Ink Cartridge Recycling 
0 2630 2630.177 1.3% 

0 

Grocery 149 Cardboard Recycling, Plastic 
Recycling, Composting from 
Renderings and Produce 1136 630 1765.8 0.9% 

0 

Government 192 Grasscycling, Office Paper 
Recycling, Ink Cartridge Recycling, 
E-Waste Reuse 1 0 986 987.874 0.5% 

0 

Country Club 171 Grasscycling, Cooking Oil 5 900 905.42 0.4% 0 
Manufacturing 151 Paper and Cardboard Recycling, 

Pallet Reuse, Paper Spool 
Recycling 0 868 868.679 0.4% 

0 

Printing 152 Office Paper Recycling, Pallet 
Reuse 0 769 769.77 0.4% 

0 

Country Club 101 Grasscycling, Cooking Oil 1 600 600.82 0.3% 0 
Retail 114 Cardboard Recycling, 

Grease/Cooking Oil Recycling, 
Pallet Reuse, Plastic Hanger 
Reuse, Outdated Product Reuse 51 547 597.92 0.3% 

0 

Totals 2452.95 6557.55 5884.96 14895.46 7.3% 
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Type of Non-Residential 
Generator

Audit Reference 
Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities Include 
Material Type

(e.g., paper recycling, grasscycling).
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons

Recycling 
Tons

Composting 
Tons

Total Diversion 
Tons

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8)

Survey Method
Phone (P)
Mail (M)
On-site (O)
Other ___

Large Distribution 160 Wood Pallet Reuse,  Wood Scrap 
Recycling 2400 600 3000 1.5%

O

Grading Contractor 155 Greenwaste/Grubbing 2769 2769 1.4% O
Manufacturing 148 Mfg windows:  Glass, Vinyl , Metal 

Recycling,  Ink Cartridge Recycling
0 2630 2630.177 1.3%

O

Grocery 149 Cardboard Recycling, Plastic 
Recycling, Composting from 
Renderings and Produce 1136 630 1765.8 0.9%

O

Government 192 Grasscycling, Office Paper 
Recycling, Ink Cartridge Recycling, 
E-Waste Reuse 1 0 986 987.874 0.5%

O

Country Club 171 Grasscycling, Cooking Oil 5 900 905.42 0.4% O
Manufacturing 151 Paper and Cardboard Recycling, 

Pallet Reuse, Paper Spool 
Recycling 0 868 868.679 0.4%

O

Printing 152 Office Paper Recycling, Pallet 
Reuse 0 769 769.77 0.4%

O

Country Club 101 Grasscycling, Cooking Oil 1 600 600.82 0.3% O
Retail 114 Cardboard Recycling, 

Grease/Cooking Oil Recycling, 
Pallet Reuse, Plastic Hanger 
Reuse, Outdated Product Reuse 51 547 597.92 0.3%

O

2452.95 6557.55 5884.96 14895.46 7.3%Totals

9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits--Top 10 Non-Residential Generators

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based on 
total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets.
(Table will perform all addition calculations).
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Also provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) diversion 
activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. 
used. 

Include copies of survey form(s) 

Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard 

OCC 
Business 149 recycles 993.16 tons of cardboard (actual weight). 
Business 151 recycles 38 yards daily of OCC at 50.08# per yard. 
Business 114 recycles 30-700# bales weekly. 

ORGANICS 
tons of produce (actual weight). Business 149 recycles 112.5 tons of renderings (actual weight); recycles 629.82 

Business 171 recycles 28 gallons of oil weekly at 7.45 # per gallon. 
Business 101 recycles 55 gallons of oil quarterly at 7.45 # per gallon. 
Business 114 recycles 20 gallons of oil weekly at 7.45 # per gallon. 

WOOD PALLETS/SCRAP 
Business 160 recycles 10.000 pallets per month at 40# per pallet; recycles 2,500 pallets per week 40 # per pallet to a wood recycler. 
Business 148 recycles 15 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet. 
Business 151 recycles 10 pallets daily at 40# per pallet. 
Business 152 recycles 22 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet. 
Business 114 recycles 100 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet. 

PLASTICS 
Business 149 recycles 30.62 tons of plastic (actual weight). 

GREENWASTE 
Business 155 recycles 2,769 tons of greenwaste grubbing (actual weight). 

GRASSCYCLE 
Business 192 reports they grasscycle 164 acres at 6 tons per acre. 
Business 171 reports they grasscycle 150 acres at 6 tons per acre. 
Business 101 reports they grasscycle 100 acres at 6 tons per acre. 

SCRAP METAL 
Business 148 recycles 42.29 tons of scrap metal (actual weight). 

WHITE PAPER 
Business 192 recycles 4-64 gln barrels per month at 16# per barrel. 
RIISMIISS 151 nInvnlps 7-9i1(1# hales of Inrinpr nanpr daily 
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Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

Also provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) diversion 
activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey form(s) 
used.

OCC
Business 149 recycles 993.16 tons of cardboard (actual weight).
Business 151 recycles 38 yards daily of OCC at 50.08# per yard. 
Business 114 recycles 30-700# bales weekly.

ORGANICS
Business 149 recycles 112.5 tons of renderings (actual weight); recycles 629.82 tons of produce (actual weight).
Business 171 recycles 28 gallons of oil weekly at 7.45 # per gallon.
Business 101 recycles 55 gallons of oil quarterly at 7.45 # per gallon.
Business 114 recycles 20 gallons of oil weekly at 7.45 # per gallon. 

WOOD PALLETS/SCRAP
Business 160 recycles 10.000 pallets per month at 40# per pallet; recycles 2,500 pallets per week 40 # per pallet to a wood recycler. 
Business 148 recycles 15 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet.
Business 151 recycles 10 pallets daily at 40# per pallet.
Business 152 recycles 22 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet.
Business 114 recycles 100 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet.

PLASTICS
Business 149 recycles 30.62 tons of plastic (actual weight).

GREENWASTE
Business 155 recycles 2,769 tons of greenwaste grubbing (actual weight).

GRASSCYCLE
Business 192 reports they grasscycle 164 acres at 6 tons per acre.
Business 171 reports they grasscycle 150 acres at 6 tons per acre.
Business 101 reports they grasscycle 100 acres at 6 tons per acre.

SCRAP METAL
Business 148 recycles 42.29 tons of scrap metal (actual weight).

WHITE PAPER
Business 192 recycles 4-64 gln barrels per month at 16# per barrel.
Business 151 recycles 7-900# bales of ledger paper daily
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Business 151 recycles 7-900# bales of ledger paper daily. 
Business 152 recycles 22-3.7 yards/gaylords/week of office paper at 363.51#/yd. 

VINYL and GLASS SCRAP 
Business 148 recycles 472.43 tons of vinyl scrap (actual weight). 
Business 148 recycles 2115 tons of glass scrap (actual weight). 

INK CARTRIDGES 
Business 148 recycles 10 cartridges monthly at 2.5# each. 
Business 192 recycles 1 cartridge per week at 2.5# each. 

CLOTHING 
Reuse 3 pallets of outdated material weekly at 225 # per pallet. 

Prepared by EcoNomics, Inc. 
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y g p p
Business 151 recycles 7-900# bales of ledger paper daily.
Business 152 recycles 22-3.7 yards/gaylords/week of office paper at 363.51#/yd.

VINYL and GLASS SCRAP
Business 148 recycles 472.43 tons of vinyl scrap (actual weight).
Business 148 recycles 2115 tons of glass scrap (actual weight).

INK CARTRIDGES
Business 148 recycles 10 cartridges monthly at 2.5# each.
Business 192 recycles 1 cartridge per week at 2.5# each.

CLOTHING
Reuse 3 pallets of outdated material weekly at 225 # per pallet. 

E WASTE
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10. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals 
and white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information: 
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table. 
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., 'Diversion conducted by city 
public waste dept.". 

Inc. 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Please see Attachment 10 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

b. If the diversion program 
not been approved by the 
indicates: 
■ How the diversion 
diversion (PRC sec. 41781.2 
■ That the amount 
of that waste type disposed 
criterion is applicable to 
documentation. 
■ That the jurisdiction 
reduction and recycling 
Note: If documentation for 
provide an attachment 10b 
Instead please provide date 
If documentation is not available, 
c. If the diversion program 
not yet approved by the 

V 

V 

was 

of that 

the 

is 

a 

Board), 

started 
Board 

element. 

for 

started 

before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the 
- on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 10b", provide 

the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which 
[c] [1]). 

waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less 
at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year 
entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 

implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion 

waste type and program has already been approved by the 
that waste type and program. 

of Board approval of previously submitted information. 
go to 10d. 
before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested 

complete the table below for each program claimed: 

program and waste type has 
the documentation that 

specifically resulted in the 

than or equal to the amount 
before 1990. (Note: this 

[c] [2]). Please include 

programs in its source 

Board, you do not have to 

(Date) 

in 10b is available (but 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting 
Year Diversion Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation. 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage 

1990 
Diversion 
Tonnage 

Difference 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 
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Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. (Date)

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation.

New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage

1990 
Diversion 
Tonnage

Difference

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting 
Year Diversion Tonnage

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the program and waste type has 
not been approved by the Board - on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 10b", provide the documentation that 
indicates:

pull down for waste types

        How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically resulted in the 
diversion (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]).

pull down for waste types

Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, you do not have to 
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not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed:

         That the jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs in its source 
reduction and recycling element.

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types
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TonnageYear StartedSpecific Program NameRestricted Waste Type

Specific Program Name
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pull down for waste types
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Please see Attachment 10pull down for waste types

         That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than or equal to the amount 
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documentation.

pull down for waste types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types
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Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste TypesPull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compostin 

160 Distribution Reuse Pallets 10,000 per month X 12 X 40 lbs. - source: 
USEPA 

2400.000 0.00 0.000 2400.000 0.000 

160.1 Recycling Wood Scraps 2500 per week X 52 X 40 lbs. - source: 
USEPA 

600.000 0.00 600.000 0.000 0.000 

160.2 3000.00 
155 Grading Contractor Composting Greenwaste Actual last year: 2,769 tons 2769.000 2769.00 0.000 0.000 2769.000 
148 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 15/week X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.000 

148.1 Recycling Scrap Metal Actual Weight- =42.29 tons per year. 42.290 0.00 42.290 0.000 0.000 
148.2 Recycling Scrap Vinyl Actual Weight- = 472.43 tons per year. 472.430 0.00 472.430 0.000 0.000 
148.3 Recycling Scrap Glass Actual Weight- = 2115.007 tons per year. 2115.007 0.00 2115.007 0.000 0.000 

148.4 Recycling Ink Cartridges 10 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source: 
USEPA 

0.150 0.00 0.150 0.000 0.000 

148.5 2630.18 
149 Grocery Recycling OCC Actual Weight- =993.16 tons per year. 993.160 0.00 993.160 0.000 0.000 

149.1 (Totals from 4 stores) Recycling Plastic Actual Weight- = 30.62 tons per year. 30.620 0.00 30.620 0.000 0.000 
149.2 Recycling Render Actual Weight- = 112.5 tons per year. 112.500 0.00 112.500 0.000 0.000 
149.3 Composting Produce Actual Weight- = 629.82 tons per year. 629.820 0.00 0.000 0.000 629.820 
149.4 1766.10 

192 Government Composting Grasscycling 164.36 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 600 
tons per yr source: USEPA 

986.160 0.00 0.000 0.000 986.160 

192.1 Recycling Office Paper Shred 4-64 gal toters per month X 12 X 16 lbs 
each source: USEPA 

0.384 0.00 0.384 0.000 0.000 

192.2 Recycling Ink Cartridges 1 per week X 52 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source: 
USEPA 

0.070 0.00 0.070 0.000 0.000 

192.3 Reuse Computers/Monitors 45 replaced per year X56 lbs. - source: 
USEPA 

1.260 0.00 0.000 1.260 0.000 

192.4 987.87 0.000 0.000 0.000 
171 Country Club Composting Grasscycling 150 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 900 

tons per yr source: USEPA 
900.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 900.000 

171.1 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 28 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 
gallon - source: USEPA 

5.420 0.00 5.420 0.000 0.000 

171.2 905.42 
151 Manufacturing Recycling Ledger Paper 7-900 lb bale daily X 260 X 900 - source: 

USEPA 
819.000 0.00 819.000 0.000 0.000 

151.1 Recycling OCC 30 cubic yards weekly X 52 X 50.08 lbs. - 
source: USEPA 

39.062 0.00 39.062 0.000 0.000 

151.2 Recycling OCC Cores 8 cubic yards weekly X 52 X 50.08 lbs. - 
source: USEPA 

10.417 0.00 10.417 0.000 0.000 

151.3 Reuse Pallets 10/day X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000 

151.4 868.68 
152 Printing Reuse Pallets 22/week X 40 lbs. = 880 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.440 0.00 0.000 0.440 0.000 

152.1 Recycling Office Paper 22 gaylords weekly@ 3.7 yards per gaylord 
X 52 @ 363.51 lbs. per yard - source: 
US EPA 

769.330 0.00 769.330 0.000 0.000 

152.2 769.77 
101 Country Club Composting Grasscycling 100 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 600 

tons per yr source: USEPA 
600.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 600.000 

101.1 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 55 gallons quarterly X 4 X 7.45 lbs. per 
gallon = 1639 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

0.820 0.00 0.820 0.000 0.000 

101.2 600.82 
114 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale weekly X 52 = 1,092,000 

lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
546.000 0.00 546.000 0.000 0.000 

114.1 Reuse Pallets 100/week X 40 lbs. = 4,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

2.000 0.00 0.000 2.000 0.000 
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compostin 

114.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers Estimated Weight- = 31.2 tons per year. 31.200 0.00 0.000 31.200 0.000 

114.3 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 
gallon = 13,559 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

1.170 0.00 1.170 0.000 0.000 

114.4 Reuse Outdated Product 3 pallets weekly X 52 X 225 lbs. = 35,100 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

17.550 0.00 0.000 17.550 0.000 

114.5 597.92 
107 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale weekly X 52 = 1,092,000 

lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
546.000 0.00 546.000 0.000 0.000 

107.1 Recycling Render 192 gal (X .1337 cony) per week X 52 X 50 
lbs. = 66,743 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

33.370 0.00 33.370 0.000 0.000 

107.2 Reuse Pallets 300/week X 40 lbs. = 12,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

6.000 0.00 0.000 6.000 0.000 

107.3 Recycling Plastic Actual Weight- = 1250 every 6 months 3.750 0.00 3.750 0.000 0.000 
107.4 589.12 

144 Farm Recycling OCC 15-700 lb bale daily X 20 X 3 - source 
USEPA (high season) 

315.000 0.00 315.000 0.000 0.000 

144.1 Recycling OCC 1-700 lb bale daily X 20 X 9 - source: 
USEPA (low season) 

63.000 0.00 63.000 0.000 0.000 

144.2 Reuse Waste crop Estimated Weight- = 200 tons per year. 200.000 0.00 0.000 200.000 0.000 

144.3 578.00 
112 Manufacturing Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 252,000 

lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
126.000 0.00 126.000 0.000 0.000 

112.1 Recycling Scrap metal 40 cubic yards every 4 weeks X 13 X 906 
lbs. per cubic yard = 471,120 lbs/yr 
source: USEPA 

235.560 0.00 235.560 0.000 0.000 

112.2 Recycling Scrap wood 40 cubic yards every 3 weeks X 17 X 
329.5 lbs. per cubic yard = 224,060 lbs/yr 
source: USEPA 

112.030 0.00 112.030 0.000 0.000 

112.3 Reuse Pallets 25/week X 40 lbs. = 1,000 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.500 0.00 0.000 0.500 0.000 

112.4 Recycling Greenbar paper 4 yds weekly X 52 @ 655 lbs. per yard = 
136,240 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 

68.120 0.00 68.120 0.000 0.000 

112.5 Recycling Office Paper Actual Weight- = 6.6 tons per year. 6.600 0.00 6.600 0.000 0.000 
112.6 Recycling Scrap Copper Actual Weight- = 4.26 tons per year. 4.260 0.00 4.260 0.000 0.000 
112.7 Recycling Scrap Plastic Actual Weight- = .42 tons per year. 0.420 0.00 0.420 0.000 0.000 
112.8 553.49 

194 School District Composting Grasscycling 91.10 turf acres x 6 tons per year = 546.60 
tons per year - source: USEPA 

546.600 546.60 0.000 0.000 546.600 

167 Grocery Recycling OCC 2-700 lb bale daily X 52 - source: 
USEPA 

255.500 0.00 255.500 0.000 0.000 

167.1 Reuse Pallets 660/week X 40 lbs. = 26,400 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

13.200 0.00 0.000 13.200 0.000 

167.2 Recycling Plastic Wrap Estimated Weight- = .494 tons per year. 0.494 0.00 0.494 0.000 0.000 

167.3 Reuse Day old bread 50 lbs daily X 365 = 9.125 tons per year. 9.125 0.00 0.000 9.125 0.000 

167.4 Recycling Renderings 13.68 tons yearly X 12 - source: actual 164.160 0.00 164.160 0.000 0.000 

167.5 442.48 
174 HOA Composting Grasscycling 73 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 438 

tons per yr source: USEPA 
438.000 438.00 0.000 0.000 438.000 

176 HOA Composting Grasscycling 65 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 390 
tons per yr source: USEPA 

390.000 390.00 0.000 0.000 390.000 
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Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compostin 

103 Grocery Recycling OCC 56-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 470,400 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

235.200 0.00 235.200 0.000 0.000 

103.1 Recycling Render 96 gal (X .1337 cony) per week X 52 X 50 
lbs. = 33,380 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

16.690 0.00 16.690 0.000 0.000 

103.2 Reuse Pallets 200/week X 40 lbs. = 8,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

4.000 0.00 0.000 4.000 0.000 

103.3 Reuse Day old bread 15 # Daily X 365 (to local churches) 2.740 0.00 0.000 2.740 0.000 
103.4 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 15 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 5811 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
2.910 0.00 2.910 0.000 0.000 

103.5 261.54 
100 Manufacturing Recycling OCC 1-700 lb bale weekly X 52 = 36,400 lbs./yr - 

source: USEPA 
18.200 0.00 18.200 0.000 0.000 

100.1 Reuse Pallets 20/week X 40 lbs. = 800 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.400 0.00 0.000 0.400 0.000 

100.2 Recycling Metal Shavings 40 cubic yards every quarter X 4 X 906 
lbs. per cubic yard = 144,960 lbs/yr 
source: USEPA 

72.480 0.00 72.480 0.000 0.000 

100.3 Recycling Scrap metal 40 cubic yards every 7 weeks X 7.43 X 
906 lbs. per cubic yard = 269,260 lbs/yr 
source: USEPA 

134.630 0.00 134.630 0.000 0.000 

100.4 Recycling Office Paper 3 cubic yards every year @ 363.5 lbs. per 
cy = 1090.5 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 

0.550 0.00 0.550 0.000 0.000 

100.5 226.26 
196 Retail Recycling OCC 25 bales monthly X 12 X 700# each = 

source: USEPA 
105.000 105.000 0.000 0.000 

196.1 Recycling Plastic Wrap 200 bales monthly X 12 X 75.96# each = 
source: Tellus 

91.152 91.152 0.000 0.000 

196.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 4,000 monthly X 12 X .14 lbs. source: 
USEPA 

3.360 0.000 3.360 0.000 

196.3 Reuse Styrofoam Peanuts 25-33 gal bags monthly X 12 X 1.5 lbs. 
source: USEPA 

0.225 0.000 0.225 0.000 

196.4 199.74 0.000 0.000 0.000 
175 HOA Composting Grasscycling 32 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 192 tons 

per yr source: USEPA 
192.000 192.00 0.000 0.000 192.000 

142 Farm Recycling OCC 3-700 lb bale daily X 20 X 7 - source: 
USEPA (high season) 

147.000 0.00 147.000 0.000 0.000 

142.1 Recycling OCC 1-700 lb bale weekly X 22 - source: 
USEPA (ligh season) 

7.700 0.00 7.700 0.000 0.000 

142.2 154.70 0.000 0.000 0.000 
172 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap Metal 14,931.5 lbs monthly X 12 - source: 

actual 
89.589 0.00 89.589 0.000 0.000 

172.1 Reuse Pallets 25/week X 40 lbs. = 1,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

0.500 0.00 0.000 0.500 0.000 

172.2 Recycling Wood Scraps 40 per 3 months X 4 X 329.50 lbs. - 
source: USEPA 

26.360 0.00 26.360 0.000 0.000 

172.3 Recycling Metal spools 40 monthly X 12 X 55 lbs - source: 
actual 

13.200 0.00 13.200 0.000 0.000 

172.4 Recycling Plastic Spools 75 monthly X 12 X 28 lbs - source: 
actual 

12.600 0.00 12.600 0.000 0.000 

172.5 142.25 
105 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 100,800 

lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
126.000 0.00 126.000 0.000 0.000 

105.1 Reuse Pallets 400/month X 40 lbs. = 16,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

8.000 0.00 0.000 8.000 0.000 

105.2 134.00 
109 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 252,000 

lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
126.000 0.00 126.000 0.000 0.000 
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100.3 Recycling Scrap metal 40 cubic yards every  7 weeks X 7.43 X 
906 lbs. per cubic yard = 269,260 lbs/yr 
source:  USEPA 

134.630 0.00 134.630 0.000 0.000

100.4 Recycling Office Paper 3 cubic yards every year @ 363.5 lbs. per 
cy = 1090.5 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA

0.550 0.00 0.550 0.000 0.000

100.5 226.26
196 Retail Recycling OCC 25 bales monthly X 12 X 700# each = 

source:  USEPA
105.000 105.000 0.000 0.000

196.1 Recycling Plastic Wrap 200 bales monthly X 12 X 75.96# each = 
source:  Tellus

91.152 91.152 0.000 0.000

196.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 4,000 monthly X 12 X .14 lbs.  source:  
USEPA

3.360 0.000 3.360 0.000

196.3 Reuse Styrofoam Peanuts 25-33 gal bags monthly X 12 X 1.5 lbs.  
source:  USEPA

0.225 0.000 0.225 0.000

196.4 199.74 0.000 0.000 0.000
175 HOA Composting Grasscycling 32 turf acres X  6 tons per year = 192 tons 

per yr source:  USEPA 
192.000 192.00 0.000 0.000 192.000

142 Farm Recycling OCC 3-700 lb bale daily X 20 X 7 - source:  
USEPA (high season)

147.000 0.00 147.000 0.000 0.000

142.1 Recycling OCC 1-700 lb bale weekly X 22 - source:  
USEPA (ligh season)

7.700 0.00 7.700 0.000 0.000

142.2 154.70 0.000 0.000 0.000
172 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap Metal 14,931.5 lbs monthly X 12   - source:  

actual
89.589 0.00 89.589 0.000 0.000

172.1 Reuse Pallets 25/week X 40 lbs.  = 1,000 lbs./yr - 
source:  USEPA

0.500 0.00 0.000 0.500 0.000

172.2 Recycling Wood Scraps 40 per 3 months X 4 X 329.50 lbs.  - 
source:  USEPA

26.360 0.00 26.360 0.000 0.000

172.3 Recycling Metal spools  40 monthly X 12 X 55 lbs  - source:  
actual

13.200 0.00 13.200 0.000 0.000

172.4 Recycling Plastic Spools 75 monthly X 12 X 28 lbs  - source:  
actual

12.600 0.00 12.600 0.000 0.000

172.5 142.25
105 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale monthly X 12  = 100,800 

lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
126.000 0.00 126.000 0.000 0.000

105.1 Reuse Pallets 400/month X 40 lbs. = 16,000 lbs./yr - 
source:  USEPA

8.000 0.00 0.000 8.000 0.000

105.2 134.00
109 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale monthly X 12  = 252,000 

lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
126.000 0.00 126.000 0.000 0.000
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109.1 Reuse Pallets 18/day X 40 lbs. = 720 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.360 0.00 0.000 0.360 0.000 

109.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 200 daily X 365 X .14 lbs. = 10,220 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

5.110 0.00 0.000 5.110 0.000 

109.3 131.47 
143 Farm Recycling OCC 140-700 lb bales yearly - source: USEPA 49.000 0.00 49.000 0.000 0.000 

143.1 Reuse Waste crop Estimated Weight- = 75 tons per year. 75.000 0.00 0.000 75.000 0.000 
143.2 124.00 

182 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 35 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. -- source: 
USEPA 

84.000 0.00 84.000 0.000 0.000 

182.1 Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 24 tons per year. 24.000 0.00 24.000 0.000 0.000 
182.2 108.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 

156 Retail Recycling OCC 4-700 lb bale monthly X 12 - source: 
USEPA 

16.800 0.00 16.800 0.000 0.000 

156.1 Reuse Pallets 15 per week X 52 X 40 lbs. - source: 
USEPA 

15.600 0.00 0.000 15.600 0.000 

156.2 Recycling Tires 120 weekly X 52 X 20 lbs. ea. - source: 
USEPA 

62.400 0.00 62.400 0.000 0.000 

156.3 Recycling Scrap Metal 500 lbs weekly X 52 - source: USEPA 13.000 0.00 13.000 0.000 0.000 
156.4 107.80 

147 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 400/week X 40 lbs. = 16,000 lbs/yr - 
source: USEPA 

8.000 0.00 0.000 8.000 0.000 

147.1 Recycling Scrap plastic Actual Weight- = 80.889 tons per year. 80.889 0.00 80.889 0.000 0.000 
147.2 Recycling Office Paper 2 yards weekly X 52 @ 363.5 lbs. per yard 

- source: US EPA 
18.902 0.00 18.902 0.000 0.000 

147.3 107.79 
183 Retail Recycling OCC 4 bales weekly X 52 X 700# each = 72.8 

tons yearly 
72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.000 

183.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 3000 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs. -- source: 
USEPA 

10.920 0.00 0.000 10.920 0.000 

183.2 83.72 0.000 0.000 0.000 
164 Retail Recycling OCC 4-700 lb bale weekly X 52 - source: 

USEPA 
72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.000 

164.1 Reuse Pallets 15/day X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.000 

164.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 60 lbs daily X 260 source: actual 7.800 0.00 0.000 7.800 0.000 
164.3 80.90 

178 Retail Recycling OCC 4 bales weekly X 52 X 700# each = 72.8 
tons yearly 

72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.000 

178.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 1200 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs. = 4.37 
tons./yr - source: USEPA 

4.368 0.00 0.000 4.368 0.000 

178.2 Reuse Pallets 15/week X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs.yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.000 

178.3 77.47 0.000 0.000 0.000 
177 HOA (6 HOA's included) Composting Grasscycling 11 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 66 tons 

per yr source: USEPA 
66.000 66.00 0.000 0.000 66.000 

104 Retail Recycling OCC 12-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 100,800 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

50.400 0.00 50.400 0.000 0.000 

104.1 Reuse Pallets 750/weekX 40 lbs. = 30,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

15.000 0.00 0.000 15.000 0.000 

104.2 65.40 
106 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap metal 15 cubic yards every 6 weeks X 8.67 X 

906 lbs. per cubic yard = 117,825 lbs/yr 
source: USEPA 

58.890 0.00 58.890 0.000 0.000 

106.1 58.89 
170 Distribution Recycling OCC 3 tons monthly X 12 - source: actual 36.000 0.00 36.000 0.000 0.000 
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109.1 Reuse Pallets 18/day X 40 lbs. = 720 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.360 0.00 0.000 0.360 0.000

109.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 200 daily X 365 X .14 lbs.  = 10,220 lbs./yr -
source:  USEPA

5.110 0.00 0.000 5.110 0.000

109.3 131.47
143 Farm Recycling OCC 140-700 lb bales yearly - source:  USEPA 49.000 0.00 49.000 0.000 0.000

143.1 Reuse Waste crop Estimated Weight- = 75 tons per year.  75.000 0.00 0.000 75.000 0.000
143.2 124.00

182 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 35 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. --- source:  
USEPA

84.000 0.00 84.000 0.000 0.000

182.1 Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 24 tons per year.  24.000 0.00 24.000 0.000 0.000
182.2 108.00 0.000 0.000 0.000

156 Retail Recycling OCC 4-700 lb bale monthly X 12   - source:  
USEPA   

16.800 0.00 16.800 0.000 0.000

156.1 Reuse Pallets 15 per week X 52 X 40 lbs.  - source:  
USEPA

15.600 0.00 0.000 15.600 0.000

156.2 Recycling Tires 120 weekly X 52 X  20 lbs. ea.  - source:  
USEPA

62.400 0.00 62.400 0.000 0.000

156.3 Recycling Scrap Metal 500 lbs weekly X 52   - source:  USEPA 13.000 0.00 13.000 0.000 0.000
156.4 107.80

147 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 400/week X 40 lbs.  = 16,000 lbs/yr - 
source:  USEPA

8.000 0.00 0.000 8.000 0.000

147.1 Recycling Scrap plastic Actual Weight- = 80.889 tons per year.  80.889 0.00 80.889 0.000 0.000
147.2 Recycling Office Paper 2 yards weekly X 52 @ 363.5 lbs. per yard 

- source:  US EPA
18.902 0.00 18.902 0.000 0.000

147.3 107.79
183 Retail Recycling OCC 4 bales weekly X 52 X 700# each = 72.8 

tons yearly
72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.000

183.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 3000 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs.  --- source:  
USEPA

10.920 0.00 0.000 10.920 0.000

183.2 83.72 0.000 0.000 0.000
164 Retail Recycling OCC 4-700 lb bale weekly X 52   - source:  

USEPA   
72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.000

164.1 Reuse Pallets 15/day X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.000

164.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 60 lbs daily X  260   source:  actual 7.800 0.00 0.000 7.800 0.000
164.3 80.90

178 Retail Recycling OCC 4 bales weekly X 52 X 700# each = 72.8 
tons yearly

72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.000

178.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 1200 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs.  = 4.37 
tons./yr - source:  USEPA

4.368 0.00 0.000 4.368 0.000

178.2 Reuse Pallets 15/week X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs.yr - source:  
USEPA

0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.000

178.3 77.47 0.000 0.000 0.000
177 HOA (6 HOA's included) Composting Grasscycling 11 turf acres X  6 tons per year = 66 tons 

per yr source:  USEPA 
66.000 66.00 0.000 0.000 66.000

104 Retail Recycling OCC 12-700 lb bale monthly X 12  = 100,800 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

50.400 0.00 50.400 0.000 0.000

104.1 Reuse Pallets 750/weekX 40 lbs. = 30,000 lbs./yr - 
source:  USEPA

15.000 0.00 0.000 15.000 0.000

104.2 65.40
106 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap metal 15 cubic yards every  6 weeks X 8.67 X 

906 lbs. per cubic yard = 117,825 lbs/yr 
source:  USEPA 

58.890 0.00 58.890 0.000 0.000

106.1 58.89
170 Distribution Recycling OCC 3 tons monthly X 12   - source:  actual 36.000 0.00 36.000 0.000 0.000
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170.1 Reuse Pallets 60/week X 40 lbs. = 2,400 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

1.200 0.00 0.000 1.200 0.000 

170.2 Recycling Plastic 1 ton monthly X 12 - source: actual 12.000 0.00 12.000 0.000 0.000 
170.3 49.20 

108 Retail Recycling OCC 3 cubic yards daily X 270 X 50.08 lbs. = 
40,564.8 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

20.280 0.00 20.280 0.000 0.000 

108.1 Recycling OCC 6 cubic yards daily X 90 X 50.08 lbs. = 
27,043.2 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

13.520 0.00 13.520 0.000 0.000 

108.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 2500 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs. = 18,200 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

9.100 0.00 0.000 9.100 0.000 

108.3 42.90 
154 Retail Recycling OCC 8-700 lb bale monthly X 12 - source: 

USEPA 
33.600 0.00 33.600 0.000 0.000 

154.1 Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs/yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000 

154.2 Recycling Wood Scraps 1 cy per 2 weeks X 26 X 329.5 lbs. - 
source: USEPA 

4.280 0.00 4.280 0.000 0.000 

154.3 38.48 
110 Retail Recycling OCC 6-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 50,400 lbs./yr 

- source: USEPA 
25.560 0.00 25.560 0.000 0.000 

110.1 Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000 

110.2 Recycling Ink Cartridges 400 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 12,000 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

6.000 0.00 6.000 0.000 0.000 

110.3 32.16 
150 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap Metal Actual Weight- = 3.7 tons per year. 3.700 0.00 3.700 0.000 0.000 

150.1 Composting Grasscycling 4.5 turf acres X 6 tons per year- source: 
USEPA 

27.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 27.000 

150.2 Reuse Pallets 12/week X 40 lbs. = 480 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.240 0.00 0.000 0.240 0.000 

150.3 Recycling Ink Cartridges 20 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source: 
USEPA 

0.300 0.00 0.300 0.000 0.000 

150.4 31.24 
133 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000 

133.1 Recycling Scrap Metal 17-55 gallon barrels monthly X 12 X 226.5 
lbs. per barrel = 46,206 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

23.103 0.00 23.103 0.000 0.000 

133.2 Reuse Wood reels 20-25 per month X 12 X 22 lbs. = 5940 
lbs./yr - source: Actual weight 

2.970 0.00 0.000 2.970 0.000 

133.3 Recycling Ink Cartridges 20 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 600 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

0.300 0.00 0.300 0.000 0.000 

133.4 26.57 
129 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000 

129.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000 
129.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000 

129.3 21.09 
130 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000 

130.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000 
130.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000 

130.3 21.09 
131 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000 

131.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000 
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170.1 Reuse Pallets 60/week X 40 lbs. = 2,400 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

1.200 0.00 0.000 1.200 0.000

170.2 Recycling Plastic 1 ton monthly X 12   - source:  actual 12.000 0.00 12.000 0.000 0.000
170.3 49.20

108 Retail Recycling OCC 3 cubic yards daily X 270 X 50.08 lbs.  = 
40,564.8 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

20.280 0.00 20.280 0.000 0.000

108.1 Recycling OCC 6 cubic yards daily X 90 X 50.08 lbs.  = 
27,043.2 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

13.520 0.00 13.520 0.000 0.000

108.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 2500 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs.  = 18,200 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

9.100 0.00 0.000 9.100 0.000

108.3 42.90
154 Retail Recycling OCC 8-700 lb bale monthly X 12   - source:  

USEPA   
33.600 0.00 33.600 0.000 0.000

154.1 Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs/yr - source:  
USEPA

0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000

154.2 Recycling Wood Scraps 1 cy per 2 weeks X 26 X 329.5 lbs.  - 
source:  USEPA

4.280 0.00 4.280 0.000 0.000

154.3 38.48
110 Retail Recycling OCC 6-700 lb bale monthly X 12  = 50,400 lbs./yr 

- source:  USEPA
25.560 0.00 25.560 0.000 0.000

110.1 Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000

110.2 Recycling Ink Cartridges 400 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 12,000 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

6.000 0.00 6.000 0.000 0.000

110.3 32.16
150 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap Metal Actual Weight- = 3.7 tons per year.  3.700 0.00 3.700 0.000 0.000

150.1 Composting Grasscycling 4.5 turf acres X  6 tons per year - source:  
USEPA 

27.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 27.000

150.2 Reuse Pallets 12/week X 40 lbs.  = 480 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.240 0.00 0.000 0.240 0.000

150.3 Recycling Ink Cartridges 20 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source:  
USEPA

0.300 0.00 0.300 0.000 0.000

150.4 31.24
133 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000

133.1 Recycling Scrap Metal 17-55 gallon barrels monthly X 12 X  226.5 
lbs. per barrel = 46,206 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

23.103 0.00 23.103 0.000 0.000

133.2 Reuse Wood reels 20-25 per month X 12 X 22 lbs. = 5940 
lbs./yr - source:  Actual weight

2.970 0.00 0.000 2.970 0.000

133.3 Recycling Ink Cartridges 20 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 600 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

0.300 0.00 0.300 0.000 0.000

133.4 26.57
129 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000

129.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000
129.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000

129.3 21.09
130 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000

130.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000
130.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000

130.3 21.09
131 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000

131.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000
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131.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 
per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 

13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000 

131.3 21.09 
132 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000 

132.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000 
132.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000 

132.3 21.09 
180 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 3 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. - source: 

USEPA 
7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000 

180.1 Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 12 tons per year. 12.000 0.00 12.000 0.000 0.000 
180.2 19.20 0.000 0.000 0.000 

120 Retail Reuse Plastic Hangers 500 daily X 365 X .14 lbs. = 25,550 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

12.780 0.00 0.000 12.780 0.000 

120.1 Reuse Outdated Product 2 cy every 2 weeks X 26 X 225 lbs. = 
11,700 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

5.850 0.00 0.000 5.850 0.000 

120.2 18.63 
158 Retail Reuse Pallets 32/week X 40 lbs. = 1,280 lbs/yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.640 0.00 0.000 0.640 0.000 

158.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 625 daily X 365 X .14 lbs. source: 
USEPA 

15.970 0.00 0.000 15.970 0.000 

158.2 Reuse Outdated Product (2 cubic feet every week X 52 X 225)19 lbs. 
- source: USEPA 

1.300 0.00 0.000 1.300 0.000 

158.3 17.91 
189 Auto Dealership Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 7.2 tons per year. 7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000 

189.1 Recycling Office Paper 3 cubic yards every year @ 363.5 lbs. per 
cy - source: US EPA 

0.545 0.00 0.545 0.000 0.000 

189.2 Recycling Tires 60 Monthly X 12 X 20 Lbs each. - Source: 
USEPA 

7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000 

189.3 14.95 0.000 0.000 0.000 
138 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 70 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
13.560 0.00 13.560 0.000 0.000 

138.1 13.56 
137 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 60 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
11.620 0.00 11.620 0.000 0.000 

137.1 11.62 
139 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 60 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
11.620 0.00 11.620 0.000 0.000 

139.1 11.62 
117 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 50 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 19,370 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
9.690 0.00 9.690 0.000 0.000 

117.1 Recycling Ink Cartridges 6 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 180 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

0.090 0.00 0.090 0.000 0.000 

117.2 9.78 
125 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 50 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 19,370 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
9.690 0.00 9.690 0.000 0.000 

125.1 9.69 
118 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 48 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 18,595.2 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

9.300 0.00 9.300 0.000 0.000 

118.1 9.30 
185 Manufacturing Recycling OCC 2 bales monthly X 12 X 700# each = 

source: USEPA 
8.400 0.00 8.400 0.000 0.000 
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131.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 
per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA

13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000

131.3 21.09
132 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000

132.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 4.000 0.000 0.000
132.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000

132.3 21.09
180 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 3 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. --- source:  

USEPA
7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000

180.1 Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 12 tons per year.  12.000 0.00 12.000 0.000 0.000
180.2 19.20 0.000 0.000 0.000

120 Retail Reuse Plastic Hangers 500 daily X 365 X .14 lbs.  = 25,550 lbs./yr -
source:  USEPA

12.780 0.00 0.000 12.780 0.000

120.1 Reuse Outdated Product 2 cy every 2 weeks X 26 X 225 lbs.  = 
11,700 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

5.850 0.00 0.000 5.850 0.000

120.2 18.63
158 Retail Reuse Pallets 32/week X 40 lbs.  = 1,280 lbs/yr - source:  

USEPA
0.640 0.00 0.000 0.640 0.000

158.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 625 daily X 365 X .14 lbs.  source:  
USEPA

15.970 0.00 0.000 15.970 0.000

158.2 Reuse Outdated Product (2 cubic feet every week X 52 X 225)/9 lbs. 
- source:  USEPA

1.300 0.00 0.000 1.300 0.000

158.3 17.91
189 Auto Dealership Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 7.2 tons per year.  7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000

189.1 Recycling Office Paper 3 cubic yards every year @ 363.5 lbs. per 
cy  - source:  US EPA

0.545 0.00 0.545 0.000 0.000

189.2 Recycling Tires 60 Monthly X 12 X 20 Lbs each. - Source: 
USEPA

7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000

189.3 14.95 0.000 0.000 0.000
138 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 70 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source:  USEPA
13.560 0.00 13.560 0.000 0.000

138.1 13.56
137 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 60 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source:  USEPA
11.620 0.00 11.620 0.000 0.000

137.1 11.62
139 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 60 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source:  USEPA
11.620 0.00 11.620 0.000 0.000

139.1 11.62
117 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 50 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 19,370 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
9.690 0.00 9.690 0.000 0.000

117.1 Recycling Ink Cartridges 6 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 180 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

0.090 0.00 0.090 0.000 0.000

117.2 9.78
125 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 50 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 19,370 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
9.690 0.00 9.690 0.000 0.000

125.1 9.69
118 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 48 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 18,595.2 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

9.300 0.00 9.300 0.000 0.000

118.1 9.30
185 Manufacturing Recycling OCC 2 bales monthly X 12 X 700# each = 

source:  USEPA
8.400 0.00 8.400 0.000 0.000
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compostin 

185.1 Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000 

185.2 8.60 0.000 0.000 0.000 
161 Machine Shop Recycling Scrap Metal 20 lbs monthly X 12 - source: actual 0.120 0.00 0.120 0.000 0.000 

161.1 Recycling Scrap Brass 6-55 gal drums monthly X 12 X 226.5 lbs - 
source: USEPA 

8.150 0.00 8.150 0.000 0.000 

161.2 8.27 
121 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 40 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 15,496 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
7.750 0.00 7.750 0.000 0.000 

121.1 7.75 
181 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 3 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. - source: 

USEPA 
7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000 

181.1 7.20 0.000 0.000 0.000 
122 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 36 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 13,946.4 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

6.970 0.00 6.970 0.000 0.000 

122.1 6.97 
179 Auto Repair Recycling Scrap Metal 5-55 gallon barrels monthly X 12 X 226.5 

lbs. per barrel - source: USEPA 
6.795 0.00 6.795 0.000 0.000 

179.1 Reuse Pallets 2/week X 40 lbs. = 80 lbs/yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.040 0.00 0.000 0.040 0.000 

179.2 6.84 0.000 0.000 0.000 
113 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 35 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 13,559 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
6.780 0.00 6.780 0.000 0.000 

113.1 6.78 
165 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 250 lbs weekly X 52 - source: USEPA 6.500 0.00 6.500 0.000 0.000 

165.1 6.50 
169 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 30 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
5.810 0.00 5.810 0.000 0.000 

169.1 5.81 
116 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 25 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 9,685 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
4.840 0.00 4.840 0.000 0.000 

116.1 4.84 
146 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 25 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
4.843 0.00 4.843 0.000 0.000 

146.1 4.84 
124 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 24 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 9297.6 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
4.650 0.00 4.650 0.000 0.000 

124.1 4.65 
186 Retail Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000 

186.1 Recycling Ink Cartridges 250 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - 
source: USEPA 

3.750 0.00 3.750 0.000 0.000 

186.2 4.35 0.000 0.000 0.000 
135 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 10 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
4.130 0.00 4.130 0.000 0.000 

135.1 4.13 
123 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 7748 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
3.870 0.00 3.870 0.000 0.000 

123.1 3.87 
190 Water District Reuse Pallets 4/month X 40 lbs. = 160 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.080 0.00 0.000 0.080 0.000 
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185.1 Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000

185.2 8.60 0.000 0.000 0.000
161 Machine Shop Recycling Scrap Metal 20 lbs monthly X 12   - source:  actual 0.120 0.00 0.120 0.000 0.000

161.1 Recycling Scrap Brass 6-55 gal drums monthly X 12 X 226.5 lbs   - 
source:  USEPA

8.150 0.00 8.150 0.000 0.000

161.2 8.27
121 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 40 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 15,496 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
7.750 0.00 7.750 0.000 0.000

121.1 7.75
181 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 3 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. --- source:  

USEPA
7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000

181.1 7.20 0.000 0.000 0.000
122 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 36 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 13,946.4 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

6.970 0.00 6.970 0.000 0.000

122.1 6.97
179 Auto Repair Recycling Scrap Metal 5-55 gallon barrels monthly X 12 X  226.5 

lbs. per barrel  - source:  USEPA
6.795 0.00 6.795 0.000 0.000

179.1 Reuse Pallets 2/week X 40 lbs.  = 80 lbs/yr - source:  
USEPA

0.040 0.00 0.000 0.040 0.000

179.2 6.84 0.000 0.000 0.000
113 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 35 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 13,559 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
6.780 0.00 6.780 0.000 0.000

113.1 6.78
165 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 250 lbs weekly X 52  - source:  USEPA 6.500 0.00 6.500 0.000 0.000

165.1 6.50
169 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 30 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon  - source:  USEPA
5.810 0.00 5.810 0.000 0.000

169.1 5.81
116 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 25 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 9,685 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
4.840 0.00 4.840 0.000 0.000

116.1 4.84
146 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 25 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon  - source:  USEPA
4.843 0.00 4.843 0.000 0.000

146.1 4.84
124 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 24 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 9297.6 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
4.650 0.00 4.650 0.000 0.000

124.1 4.65
186 Retail Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000

186.1 Recycling Ink Cartridges 250 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - 
source:  USEPA

3.750 0.00 3.750 0.000 0.000

186.2 4.35 0.000 0.000 0.000
135 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 10 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source:  USEPA
4.130 0.00 4.130 0.000 0.000

135.1 4.13
123 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 7748 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
3.870 0.00 3.870 0.000 0.000

123.1 3.87
190 Water District Reuse Pallets 4/month X 40 lbs. = 160 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.080 0.00 0.000 0.080 0.000
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Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compostin 

190.1 Recycling Scrap Metal 2 Cy quarterly X 4 X 906 lbs per yard- 
source: USEPA 

3.624 0.00 3.624 0.000 0.000 

190.2 3.70 0.000 0.000 0.000 
126 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 15 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 5811 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
2.910 0.00 2.910 0.000 0.000 

126.1 2.91 
140 Distribution Reuse Pallets 100/week X 40 lbs. = 4,000 lbs. - source: 

USEPA 
2.000 0.00 0.000 2.000 0.000 

140.1 Recycling Office Paper 32 gal monthly X 12 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal =r 
source: US EPA 

0.048 0.00 0.048 0.000 0.000 

140.2 2.05 
145 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 30/month X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - 

source: USEPA 
0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000 

145.1 Recycling Office Paper-Shred 64 gal monthly X 9 barrels X 12 @ 8 lbs. 
per 32 gal = - source: US EPA (?) 

0.864 0.00 0.864 0.000 0.000 

145.2 Recycling Plastic Buckets 15-5 gal buckets monthly X 12 @ 1.9 lbs. = 
- source: US EPA 

0.171 0.00 0.171 0.000 0.000 

145.3 1.64 
168 Warehouse Reuse Pallets 80/week X 40 lbs. = 3,200 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
1.600 0.00 0.000 1.600 0.000 

168.1 1.60 
159 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 50/week X 40 lbs. = 2,000 lbs./yr - 

source: USEPA 
1.000 0.00 0.000 1.000 0.000 

159.1 Reuse Outdated Computers 15 yearly X 56 lbs. - source: USEPA 0.420 0.00 0.000 0.420 0.000 
159.2 1.42 

195 Manufacturing Recycling Office Paper Shred Estimated Weight = 1.3 tons per year. 1.300 0.00 1.300 0.000 0.000 
195.1 1.30 0.000 0.000 0.000 

166 Retail Reuse Pallets 50/week X 40 lbs. = 2,000 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

1.000 0.00 0.000 1.000 0.000 

166.1 1.00 
127 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons monthly X 12 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 1788 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
0.890 0.00 0.890 0.000 0.000 

127.1 0.89 
111 Distribution Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000 

111.1 Recycling Office Paper--Shredded 96 gal weekly X 52 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal = 
1240 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 

0.620 0.00 0.620 0.000 0.000 

111.2 0.82 
162 Distribution Reuse Pallets 40/week X 40 lbs. = 1,600 lbs./yr - 

source: USEPA 
0.800 0.00 0.000 0.800 0.000 

162.1 0.80 0.000 0.000 0.000 
188 Government Recycling Ink Cartridges 1 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source: 

USEPA 
0.015 0.00 0.015 0.000 0.000 

188.1 Reuse Pallets 20 per year X 40 lbs. - source: USEPA 0.400 0.00 0.000 0.400 0.000 

188.2 Recycling Office Paper Shred 20-33 gal toters per year X 81bs/33 gal 
each source: USEPA 

0.160 0.00 0.160 0.000 0.000 

188.3 0.58 0.000 0.000 0.000 
102 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 3/week X 40 lbs. = 120 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.060 0.00 0.000 0.060 0.000 

102.1 Recycling Office Paper--Shredded 64 gal weekly X 52 @ 16 lbs. per 64 gal = 
840 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 

0.420 0.00 0.420 0.000 0.000 

102.2 0.48 
191 Bank Recycling Office Paper Shred 1-96 gal toters per month X 12 X 76.23 lbs 

each source: USEPA 
0.457 0.00 0.457 0.000 0.000 

191.1 0.46 0.000 0.000 0.000 
134 Retail Reuse Plastic Hangers 120 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs. source: 

USEPA 
0.440 0.00 0.000 0.440 0.000 
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190.1 Recycling Scrap Metal 2 Cy quarterly X 4 X 906 lbs per yard--
source:  USEPA

3.624 0.00 3.624 0.000 0.000

190.2 3.70 0.000 0.000 0.000
126 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 15 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 5811 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
2.910 0.00 2.910 0.000 0.000

126.1 2.91
140 Distribution Reuse Pallets 100/week X 40 lbs.  = 4,000 lbs. - source:  

USEPA
2.000 0.00 0.000 2.000 0.000

140.1 Recycling Office Paper 32 gal monthly X 12 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal =r -
source:  US EPA

0.048 0.00 0.048 0.000 0.000

140.2 2.05
145 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 30/month X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - 

source:  USEPA
0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000

145.1 Recycling Office Paper-Shred 64 gal monthly X 9 barrels X 12 @ 8 lbs. 
per 32 gal = - source:  US EPA (?)

0.864 0.00 0.864 0.000 0.000

145.2 Recycling Plastic Buckets 15-5 gal buckets monthly X 12 @ 1.9 lbs. = 
- source:  US EPA

0.171 0.00 0.171 0.000 0.000

145.3 1.64
168 Warehouse Reuse Pallets 80/week X 40 lbs. = 3,200 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
1.600 0.00 0.000 1.600 0.000

168.1 1.60
159 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 50/week X 40 lbs.  = 2,000 lbs./yr - 

source:  USEPA
1.000 0.00 0.000 1.000 0.000

159.1 Reuse Outdated Computers 15 yearly X 56  lbs.  - source:  USEPA 0.420 0.00 0.000 0.420 0.000
159.2 1.42

195 Manufacturing Recycling Office Paper Shred Estimated Weight = 1.3 tons per year.  1.300 0.00 1.300 0.000 0.000
195.1 1.30 0.000 0.000 0.000

166 Retail Reuse Pallets 50/week X 40 lbs. = 2,000 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

1.000 0.00 0.000 1.000 0.000

166.1 1.00
127 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons monthly X 12 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 1788 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
0.890 0.00 0.890 0.000 0.000

127.1 0.89
111 Distribution Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000

111.1 Recycling Office Paper--Shredded 96 gal weekly X 52 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal = 
1240 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA

0.620 0.00 0.620 0.000 0.000

111.2 0.82
162 Distribution Reuse Pallets 40/week X 40 lbs.  = 1,600 lbs./yr - 

source:  USEPA
0.800 0.00 0.000 0.800 0.000

162.1 0.80 0.000 0.000 0.000
188 Government Recycling Ink Cartridges 1 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source:  

USEPA
0.015 0.00 0.015 0.000 0.000

188.1 Reuse Pallets 20 per year  X 40 lbs.  - source:  USEPA 0.400 0.00 0.000 0.400 0.000

188.2 Recycling Office Paper Shred 20-33 gal toters per year X 8lbs/33 gal 
each source:  USEPA

0.160 0.00 0.160 0.000 0.000

188.3 0.58 0.000 0.000 0.000
102 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 3/week X 40 lbs. = 120 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.060 0.00 0.000 0.060 0.000

102.1 Recycling Office Paper--Shredded 64 gal weekly X 52 @ 16 lbs. per 64 gal = 
840 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA

0.420 0.00 0.420 0.000 0.000

102.2 0.48
191 Bank Recycling Office Paper Shred 1-96 gal toters per month X 12 X 76.23 lbs 

each source:  USEPA
0.457 0.00 0.457 0.000 0.000

191.1 0.46 0.000 0.000 0.000
134 Retail Reuse Plastic Hangers 120 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs.  source:  

USEPA
0.440 0.00 0.000 0.440 0.000

Page 8 of 9

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 6
Attachment 2a



Board Meeting Agenda Item 6 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2a 

Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compostin 

134.1 0.44 
173 Restaurant Reuse Pallets 15/month X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.000 

173.1 0.30 0.000 0.000 0.000 
136 Retail Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000 

136.1 0.20 
187 Consulting Recycling Office Paper Shred 4-33 gal toters per month X 12 X 81bs each 

source: USEPA 
0.192 0.00 0.192 0.000 0.000 

187.1 0.19 0.000 0.000 0.000 
141 Office Recycling Office Paper 66 gal monrthly X 12 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal 

=r - source: US EPA 
0.099 0.00 0.099 0.000 0.000 

141.1 0.10 
153 Restaurant Recycling Ink Cartridges 6 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source: 

USEPA 
0.090 0.00 0.090 0.000 0.000 

153.1 0.09 
157 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 4/week X 40 lbs. = 160 lbs/yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.080 0.00 0.000 0.080 0.000 

157.1 0.08 
128 Retail Reuse Pallets 2/week X 40 lbs. = 80 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.040 0.00 0.000 0.040 0.000 

128.1 0.04 

Total 21309.004 21309.004 10859.156 2905.268 7544.580 
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134.1 0.44
173 Restaurant Reuse Pallets 15/month X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.000

173.1 0.30 0.000 0.000 0.000
136 Retail Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000

136.1 0.20
187 Consulting Recycling Office Paper Shred 4-33 gal toters per month X 12 X 8lbs each 

source:  USEPA
0.192 0.00 0.192 0.000 0.000

187.1 0.19 0.000 0.000 0.000
141 Office Recycling Office Paper 66 gal monrthly X 12 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal 

=r - source:  US EPA
0.099 0.00 0.099 0.000 0.000

141.1 0.10
153 Restaurant Recycling Ink Cartridges 6 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source:  

USEPA
0.090 0.00 0.090 0.000 0.000

153.1 0.09
157 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 4/week X 40 lbs. = 160 lbs/yr - source:  

USEPA
0.080 0.00 0.000 0.080 0.000

157.1 0.08
128 Retail Reuse Pallets 2/week X 40 lbs. = 80 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.040 0.00 0.000 0.040 0.000

128.1 0.04

Total 21309.004 21309.004 10859.156 2905.268 7544.580
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Restricted Waste Type Business type/audit number Year Started Tonnage 
Inerts Inert recycling facility 1992 45,141.00 
Scrap Metal 112 1995 235.56 
Scrap Metal 133 1997 23.10 
Scrap Metal 148 1991 42.29 
Scrap Metal 172 1993 89.59 
Scrap Metal 179 1999 6.80 
Scrap Metal 180 1999 19.20 
Scrap Metal 181 1991 7.20 
Scrap Metal 182 1995 108.00 
Scrap Metal 189 1996 7.20 
Waste Crop 143 1992 75.00 
Waste Crop 144 1991 200.00 

Total 45,954.94 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Base Year Modification Request Certification 
Part 1: Generation Study - No Extrapolation 
To request a substitution for a previously approved 
your jurisdiction, please complete and sign 
representative at the address below, along 
all documentation has been received, your 
appearance before the Board. If you have 
to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management 
Office of Local Assistance 
1001 I Street, (MS-25) 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
Please select the ONE choice below that best 
❑ 1. Use a recent generation-based study 

generation amount, but not officially change 

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Diversion Data 
base year used in calculating the diversion rate for 

this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) 
with any additional information requested by OLA staff. When 
OLA representative will work with you to prepare for your 
any questions about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 

Board 

explains your request to the Board. 
to calculate our current reporting year 
our existing Board-approved base year. 
to officially change our 
base year. 

If you have problems 
of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199. 

2. Use a recent generation-based study 
existing Board-approved base year to a new 

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. 
using these sheets, please contact your Office 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 
Jurisdiction Name 

Temecula 

County 

Riverside 
Authorized Signature Title Deputy Director of Community Services 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone ( ) Include Area Code 

Phyllis Ruse 17-Dec-04 (951) 694-6480 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) Title President 

William O'Toole 

Affiliation: EcoNomics Inc. 
Mailing Address City State ZIP Code 

PO Box 489 Los Olivos CA 93441 

E-Mail Address william@economicsinc.net  

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
Base Year Modification Request Certification
Part 1: Generation Study - No Extrapolation Diversion Data

Mail completed documents to:

     California Integrated Waste Management Board
     Office of Local Assistance
     1001 I Street, (MS-25)
     PO Box 4025
     Sacramento, CA  95812-4025

General Instructions:
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board.
       1. Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting year 
generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approved base year.
       2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 
existing Board-approved base year to a new base year.

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. If you have problems 
using these sheets, please contact your Office of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199.

     

ZIP Code

E-Mail Address william@economicsinc.net

PO Box 489 Los Olivos CA 93441

Affiliation: EcoNomics Inc.

Person Completing This Form (please print or type)

Mailing Address

President

William O'Toole

Title

City State

Authorized Signature Title Deputy Director of Community Services

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone (     ) Include Area Code
Phyllis Ruse 17-Dec-04 (951) 694-6480

Jurisdiction Name County

Temecula Riverside

To request a substitution for a previously approved base year used in calculating the diversion rate for 
your jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) 
representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA staff.  When 
all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with you to prepare for your 
appearance before the Board.  If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 
to be connected to your OLA representative.

Section l: Jurisdiction Information and Certification
All respondents must complete this section.
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of:
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Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4"). 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 
1. Current Board-approved existing base year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year: 
1990 2003 

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion: 

On-site surveys were done of generators during 2004 calendar year of businesses within the City. This data gives an 
accurate account of commercial diversion activities. 

4. Enter diversion rate information below. 
Diversion rate calculated using existing 
base year a. 47 % 

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study b. 51 % 

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 13.4 

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

14.52 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 29 % generation 71 % 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 24% % generation 76% % 

Population existing generation-based study 75,700 
5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your 
current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction's demographics). 
Temecula has experienced growth in both the residential and commercial sectors over the last 13 years. According to the 
California Department of Finance, Temecula's estimated population as of January 2003 is 75,700. From 1990-2003, 
Temecula's population nearly tripled, rising 176.8% from 27,099 to 75,700 people. This was the inland region's fastest growth 
rate, ahead of adjacent Murrieta (158.2%) and third largest absolute gain among the area's 48 cities (after Corona, Fontana). 

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain the 
specific reasons for the difference. (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.) 

Pending CIWMB 2003 calculations. 
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a. % b. %

% % % %76%

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 13.4

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

24%

14.52

Non-Residential
generation

Population existing generation-based study

Non-Residential 
generation 71

 Residential
generation

Pending CIWMB 2003 calculations.

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain the 
specific reasons for the difference.  (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.)

current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction’s demographics).

Residential
generation 29

75,700

Temecula has experienced growth in both the residential and commercial sectors over the last 13 years.  According to the 
California Department of Finance, Temecula's estimated population as of January 2003 is 75,700.  From 1990-2003, 
Temecula’s population nearly tripled, rising 176.8% from 27,099 to 75,700 people. This was the inland region’s fastest growth 
rate, ahead of adjacent Murrieta (158.2%) and third largest absolute gain among the area’s 48 cities (after Corona, Fontana). 

5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your

Diversion rate calculated using existing 
base year

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study

1990 2003

On-site surveys were done of generators during  2004 calendar year of businesses within the City.  This data gives an 
accurate account of commercial diversion activities.  

5147

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion.

4. Enter diversion rate information below.

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4").

1. Current Board-approved existing base year:

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion:

2. Proposed new generation-based study year:

Page 2 of 9
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7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values): 

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains 

E a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal 

❑ b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit 

❑ c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were 

I 21064 I 77129 I 98193 I 

at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

Residential Non-Residential Total 

yourdisposal data and complete the required tables. 

Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.) 

of hauler and self-haul tonnage. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found 

corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board auditNote: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, 
requested. Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations). If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt,] white goods, and scrap metal, please identify those programs/waste types and fill out Section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 

*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9. 

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 

if 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation 'a/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (If any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm  

Residential Source Reduction 

Activities 

Backyard composting 

Grasscycling 0.0% 
Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 

Subtotal, Residential Source 

Reduction 0 0.0% 

Residential Recycling Activities 

Curbside Recycling 9915 4.9% RESIDENTIAL CURBSIDE ACTUAL WEIGHTS C R & R RECORDS 

Buyback Centers 1757 0.9% DOC BUYBACK CENTERS ACTUAL WEIGHTS DOC RECORDS 
Drop-off Centers 
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21064 77129 98193
Residential Non-Residential Total

*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9.

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

   Backyard composting
   Grasscycling 0.0%

0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
Subtotal, Residential Source 
Reduction 0 0.0%
Residential Recycling Activities

  Curbside Recycling 9915 4.9% RESIDENTIAL CURBSIDE ACTUAL WEIGHTS C R & R RECORDS
  Buyback Centers 1757 0.9% DOC BUYBACK CENTERS ACTUAL WEIGHTS DOC RECORDS
  Drop-off Centers

Residential Source Reduction 
Activities

7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values):

            a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.)
            b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage.  (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)

            c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables.

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if 
requested.  Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations).  If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt,] white goods, and scrap metal, please identify those programs/waste types and fill out Section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 

  Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 
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Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation 
in one box) 

'a/multiple materials Specific Conversion Factor Used (If any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm 

Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Recycling 11672 5.8% 

Residential Composting Activities 

Green Waste Drop-off 

Curbside Green Waste 14692 7.3% RESIDENTIAL GREENWASTE ACTUAL WEIGHTS C R & R RECORDS 
Christmas Tree Program (Included in curbside green waste tons: 

Other Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Composting 

14692 7.3% 

Subtotal, Residential Diversion 
26364 13.1% 

Non-Residential Source Reduction 

Activities: 

Non-Residential Waste Audits* 229 0.1% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 

Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Enter Program name 
Enter Program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 

Reduction 229 0.1% 
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Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Recycling 11672 5.8%
Residential Composting Activities

   Green Waste Drop-off
   Curbside Green Waste 14692 7.3% RESIDENTIAL GREENWASTE ACTUAL WEIGHTS C R & R  RECORDS
   Christmas Tree Program (Included in curbside green waste tons)

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Composting

14692 7.3%
Subtotal, Residential Diversion

26364 13.1%

  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 229 0.1% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

   Enter Program name
   Enter Program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 229 0.1%

Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities:

  Other Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

  Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
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Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation 'a/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (If any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm 

Recycling 

Non-Residential Waste Audits* 10010 5.0% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9 

Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

2030-RC-OSP 3035 1.5% COMMERCIAL CARDBOARD RECYCLING ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS 
7000-FR-MRF 7878 3.9% COMMERCIAL WASTE DIRTY MRF ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential Recycling 

20923 10.4% 

Non-Residential Composting 

Activities 

Non-Residential Waste Audits* I 7545 I 3.8% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 

Other Non-Residential Composting list each program separately) 

3020-CM-COG 1185 0.6% STREET SWEEPING DEBRIS (less ADC totals) ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS 
3020-CM-COG 1006 0.5% CITY FACILITIES GREENWASTE COLLECTION ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential 

Composting 9736 4.9% 

Subtotal Non-Residential Diversion 30887 15.4% 

Residential/Non- Residential 

Diversion Activities 
ADC 0 0.0% 
Sludge 

Scrap Metal 

Construction and Demolition 45141 22.5% SELF HAUL ASPHALT AND CONCRETE ACTUAL RECORDS PROVIDED BY DAN COPP CRUSHING, INC 
Landfill Salvage 

Subtotal Residential/ 

Non-Residential Diversion 45141 22.5% 

Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 

Tons 229 0.1% 

Total Diversion Tons 102392 51.0% 

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 98193 49.0% 

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 200585 

Diversion Rate 51% 
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Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

Recycling
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 10010 5.0% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

2030-RC-OSP 3035 1.5% COMMERCIAL CARDBOARD RECYCLING ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS
7000-FR-MRF 7878 3.9% COMMERCIAL WASTE DIRTY MRF ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal  Non-Residential Recycling

20923 10.4%
Non-Residential Composting 
Activities
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 7545 3.8% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

3020-CM-COG 1185 0.6% STREET SWEEPING DEBRIS (less ADC totals) ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS
3020-CM-COG 1006 0.5% CITY FACILITIES GREENWASTE COLLECTION ACTUAL RECORDS C R & R RECORDS
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name

Subtotal  Non-Residential 
Composting 9736 4.9%

Subtotal  Non-Residential Diversion 30887 15.4%
  Residential/Non- Residential 
Diversion Activities
   ADC 0 0.0%   
   Sludge
   Scrap Metal
  Construction and Demolition 45141 22.5% SELF HAUL ASPHALT AND CONCRETE ACTUAL RECORDS PROVIDED BY DAN COPP CRUSHING, INC
   Landfill Salvage
Subtotal Residential/
Non-Residential Diversion 45141 22.5%
Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction

Tons 229 0.1%

Total Diversion Tons 102392 51.0%

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 98193 49.0%

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 200585

Diversion Rate 51%

  Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
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Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to Specific Material Type(s) (List operation 'a/multiple materials Specific Conversion Factor Used (If any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 
Total Generation in one box) 

Please use the Board's program types. (A/Total 

The program type glossary is online at: (A) Generation) 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  
des/Reduce.htm   

Page 6 of 9 

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm
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9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits--Top 10 Non-Residential Generators 

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based on 
total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets. 
(Table will perform all addition calculations) 

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator 

Audit 
Reference 

Number 

Speciflc/PAaJor Diversion Activities 
Include Material Type 

(e.g., paper recycling, grasscycling). 
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons 

Recycling 
Tons 

Composting 
Tons 

Total Diversion 
Tons 

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation In 
Section 8) 

Survey Method 
Phone (P) 
mail (M) 
On-site (0) 
Other 

Grading Contractor 155 Greenwaste/Grubbing 2769 2769 1.4% 0 
Manufacturing 148 Mfg windows: Glass, Vinyl , Metal 

Recycling, Ink Cartridge Recycling 
0 1813 1813 0.9% 

0 

Grocery 149 Cardboard Recycling, Plastic 
Recycling, Composting from 
Renderings and Produce 1136 630 1765.8 0.9% 

0 

Government 192 Grasscycling, Office Paper 
Recycling, Ink Cartridge Recycling 

0 986 986.6 0.5% 

0 

Country Club 171 Grasscycling, Cooking Oil 5 900 905.42 0.5% 0 
Manufacturing 151 Paper and Cardboard Recycling, 

Pallet Reuse, Paper Spool 
Recycling 0 868 868.679 0.4% 

0 

Printing 152 Office Paper Recycling, Pallet 
Reuse 0 769 769.77 0.4% 

0 

Distribution center 160 Wood scrap 600 600.82 0.3% 0 
Country Club 101 Grasscycling, Cooking Oil 1 600 597.92 0.3% 0 
Retail 114 Cardboard Recycling, 

Grease/Cooking Oil Recycling, 
Pallet Reuse, Plastic Hanger 
Reuse, Outdated Product Reuse 51 547 11077.023 5.5% 

0 

Totals 652 5140.4 5885.0 22154.0 11.0% 

Also provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) diversior 
activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey form(s) 
used. 
Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

OCC 
Business 149 recycles 
Business 151 recycles 
Business 114 recycles 

ORGANICS 

993.16 tons of cardboard (actual weight). 
38 yards daily of OCC at 50.08# per yard. 
30-700# bales weekly. 

112.5 tons of renderings (actual weight); recycles 629.82 tons of produce (actual weight). 
28 gallons of oil weekly at 7.45 # per gallon. 
55 gallons of oil quarterly at 7.45 # per gallon. 
20 gallons of oil weekly at 7.45 # per gallon. 

Business 149 recycles 
Business 171 recycles 
Business 101 recycles 
Business 114 recycles 

Page 7 of 9 

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator

Audit 
Reference 
Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities 
Include Material Type

(e.g., paper recycling, grasscycling).
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons

Recycling 
Tons

Composting 
Tons

Total Diversion 
Tons

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8)

Survey Method
Phone (P)
Mail (M)
On-site (O)
Other ___

Grading Contractor 155 Greenwaste/Grubbing 2769 2769 1.4% O
Manufacturing 148 Mfg windows:  Glass, Vinyl , Metal 

Recycling,  Ink Cartridge Recycling
0 1813 1813 0.9%

O

Grocery 149 Cardboard Recycling, Plastic 
Recycling, Composting from 
Renderings and Produce 1136 630 1765.8 0.9%

O

Government 192 Grasscycling, Office Paper 
Recycling, Ink Cartridge Recycling

0 986 986.6 0.5%

O

Country Club 171 Grasscycling, Cooking Oil 5 900 905.42 0.5% O
Manufacturing 151 Paper and Cardboard Recycling, 

Pallet Reuse, Paper Spool 
Recycling 0 868 868.679 0.4%

O

Printing 152 Office Paper Recycling, Pallet 
Reuse 0 769 769.77 0.4%

O

Distribution center 160 Wood scrap 600 600.82 0.3% O
Country Club 101 Grasscycling, Cooking Oil 1 600 597.92 0.3% O
Retail 114 Cardboard Recycling, 

Grease/Cooking Oil Recycling, 
Pallet Reuse, Plastic Hanger 
Reuse, Outdated Product Reuse 51 547 11077.023 5.5%

O

652 5140.4 5885.0 22154.0 11.0%

9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits--Top 10 Non-Residential Generators

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based on 
total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets.
(Table will perform all addition calculations).

Also provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) diversion
activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey form(s) 
used.
Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

Totals

OCC
Business 149 recycles 993.16 tons of cardboard (actual weight).
Business 151 recycles 38 yards daily of OCC at 50.08# per yard. 
Business 114 recycles 30-700# bales weekly.

ORGANICS
Business 149 recycles 112.5 tons of renderings (actual weight); recycles 629.82 tons of produce (actual weight).
Business 171 recycles 28 gallons of oil weekly at 7.45 # per gallon.
Business 101 recycles 55 gallons of oil quarterly at 7.45 # per gallon.
Business 114 recycles 20 gallons of oil weekly at 7.45 # per gallon. 
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Business 114 recycles 20 gallons of oil weekly at 7.45 # per gallon. 

WOOD PALLETS/SCRAP 
Business 148 recycles 15 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet. 
Business 151 recycles 10 pallets daily at 40# per pallet. 
Business 152 recycles 22 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet. 
Business 114 recycles 100 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet. 

PLASTICS 
Business 149 recycles 30.62 tons of plastic (actual weight). 

GREENWASTE 
Business 155 recycles 2,769 tons of greenwaste grubbing (actual weight). 

GRASSCYCLE 
Business 192 reports they grasscycle 164 acres at 6 tons per acre. 
Business 171 reports they grasscycle 150 acres at 6 tons per acre. 
Business 101 reports they grasscycle 100 acres at 6 tons per acre. 

SCRAP METAL 
Business 148 recycles 42.29 tons of scrap metal (actual weight). 

WHITE PAPER 
Business 192 recycles 4-64 gln barrels per month at 16# per barrel. 
Business 151 recycles 7-900# bales of ledger paper daily. 
Business 152 recycles 22-3.7 yards/gaylords/week of office paper at 363.51#/yd. 

VINYL and GLASS SCRAP 
Business 148 recycles 472.43 tons of vinyl scrap (actual weight). 
Business 148 recycles 2115 tons of glass scrap (actual weight). 

INK CARTRIDGES 
Business 148 recycles 10 cartridges monthly at 2.5# each. 
Business 192 recycles 1 cartridge per week at 2.5# each. 

CLOTHING 
Reuse 3 pallets of outdated material weekly at 225 # per pallet. 

Board Meeting 
August 16-17,2005 

Agenda Item 6 
Attachment 2b 

Page 8 of 9 

Business 114 recycles 20 gallons of oil weekly at 7.45 # per gallon. 

WOOD PALLETS/SCRAP
Business 148 recycles 15 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet.
Business 151 recycles 10 pallets daily at 40# per pallet.
Business 152 recycles 22 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet.
Business 114 recycles 100 pallets weekly at 40# per pallet.

PLASTICS
Business 149 recycles 30.62 tons of plastic (actual weight).

GREENWASTE
Business 155 recycles 2,769 tons of greenwaste grubbing (actual weight).

GRASSCYCLE
Business 192 reports they grasscycle 164 acres at 6 tons per acre.
Business 171 reports they grasscycle 150 acres at 6 tons per acre.
Business 101 reports they grasscycle 100 acres at 6 tons per acre.

SCRAP METAL
Business 148 recycles 42.29 tons of scrap metal (actual weight).

WHITE PAPER
Business 192 recycles 4-64 gln barrels per month at 16# per barrel.
Business 151 recycles 7-900# bales of ledger paper daily.
Business 152 recycles 22-3.7 yards/gaylords/week of office paper at 363.51#/yd.

VINYL and GLASS SCRAP
Business 148 recycles 472.43 tons of vinyl scrap (actual weight).
Business 148 recycles 2115 tons of glass scrap (actual weight).

INK CARTRIDGES
Business 148 recycles 10 cartridges monthly at 2.5# each.
Business 192 recycles 1 cartridge per week at 2.5# each.

CLOTHING
Reuse 3 pallets of outdated material weekly at 225 # per pallet. 
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10. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals 
and white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information: 
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table. 
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "Diversion conducted by city 
public waste dept.". 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Please see Attachment 10 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

b. If the diversion program 
not been approved by the 
indicates: 
■ How the diversion 
diversion (PRC sec. 41781.2 
■ That the amount 
of that waste type disposed 
criterion is applicable to 
documentation. 
■ That the jurisdiction 
reduction and recycling 
Note: If documentation for 
provide an attachment 10b 
Instead please provide date 
If documentation is not available, 
c. If the diversion program 
not yet approved by the 

V 

V 

was 

of that 

the 

is 

a 

Board), 

started 
Board 

element. 

for 

started 

before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the 
- on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 10b", provide 

the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which 
[c] [1]). 

waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less 
at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year 
entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 

implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion 

waste type and program has already been approved by the 
that waste type and program. 

of Board approval of previously submitted information. 
go to 10d. 
before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested 

complete the table below for each program claimed: 

program and waste type has 
the documentation that 

specifically resulted in the 

than or equal to the amount 
before 1990. (Note: this 

[c] [2]). Please include 

programs in its source 

Board, you do not have to 

(Date) 

in 10b is available (but 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting 
Year Diversion Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation. 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage 

1990 
Diversion 
Tonnage 

Difference 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 
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Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. (Date)

pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type

Please see Attachment 10pull down for waste types

         That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than or equal to the amount 
of that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. (Note: this 
criterion is applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [2]). Please include 
documentation.

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

Specific Program Name

pull down for waste types

10. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals 
and white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information:
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table.
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "Diversion conducted by city 
public waste dept.".

TonnageYear StartedSpecific Program NameRestricted Waste Type

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, you do not have to 
provide an attachment 10b for that waste type and program.  

If documentation is not available, go to 10d.
c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is available (but 
not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed:

         That the jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs in its source 
reduction and recycling element.

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting 
Year Diversion Tonnage

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the program and waste type has 
not been approved by the Board - on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 10b", provide the documentation that 
indicates:

pull down for waste types

        How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically resulted in the 
diversion (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]).

pull down for waste types

New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage

1990 
Diversion 
Tonnage

Difference

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation.

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste TypesPull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compo 

160 Distribution Reuse Pallets 10,000 per month X 12 X 40 lbs. - source: 
USEPA 

0.000 0.00 0.000 0 -2420 0.001 

160.1 Recycling Wood Scraps 2500 per week X 52 X 40 lbs. - source: 
USEPA 

600.000 0.00 600.000 0.000 0.001 

160.2 600 3990 
155 Grading Contractor Composting Greenwaste Actual last year: 2,769 tons 2769.000 2769.00 0.000 0.000 27691 
148 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 15/week X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.000 0.00 0.000 0 04 0.001 

148.1 Recycling Scrap Metal Actual Weight- =42.29 tons per year. 42.290 0.00 42.290 0.000 0.001 
148.2 Recycling Scrap Vinyl Actual Weight- = 472.43 tons per year. 472.430 0.00 472.430 0.000 0.001 
148.3 Recycling Scrap Glass Actual Weight- = 2115.007 tons per year. 1297.830 0.00 297.83 2115.04 0.000 0.001 

148.4 Recycling Ink Cartridges 10 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source: 
USEPA 

0.150 0.00 0.150 0.000 0.001 

148.5 1812.70 
26'0.177  

149 Grocery Recycling OCC Actual Weight- =993.16 tons per year. 993.160 0.00 993.160 0.000 0.001 
149.1 (Totals from 4 stores) Recycling Plastic Actual Weight- = 30.62 tons per year. 30.620 0.00 30.620 0.000 0.001 
149.2 Recycling Render Actual Weight- = 112.5 tons per year. 112.500 0.00 112.500 0.000 0.001 
149.3 Composting Produce Actual Weight- = 629.82 tons per year. 629.820 0.00 0.000 0.000 629.8 
149.4 1766.10 

192 Government Composting Grasscycling 164.36 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 600 
tons per yr source: USEPA 

986.160 0.00 0.000 0.000 986.11 

192.1 Recycling Office Paper Shred 4-64 gal toters per month X 12 X 16 lbs 
each source: USEPA 

0.384 0.00 0.384 0.000 0.001 

192.2 Recycling Ink Cartridges 1 per week X 52 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source: 
USEPA 

0.070 0.00 0.070 0.000 0.001 

192.3 Reuse Computers/Monitors 45 replaced per year X56 lbs. - source: 
USEPA 

0.000 0.00 0.000 0 1,26 0.001 

192.4 986.61 86.7,67-4  0.000 0.000 0.001 
171 Country Club Composting Grasscycling 150 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 900 

tons per yr source: USEPA 
900.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 900.01 

171.1 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 28 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 
gallon - source: USEPA 

5.420 0.00 5.420 0.000 0.001 

171.2 905.42 
151 Manufacturing Recycling Ledger Paper 7-900 lb bale daily X 260 X 900 - source: 

USEPA 
819.000 0.00 819.000 0.000 0.001 

151.1 Recycling OCC 30 cubic yards weekly X 52 X 50.08 lbs. - 
source: USEPA 

39.062 0.00 39.062 0.000 0.001 

151.2 Recycling OCC Cores 8 cubic yards weekly X 52 X 50.08 lbs. - 
source: USEPA 

10.417 0.00 10.417 0.000 0.001 

151.3 Reuse Pallets 10/day X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.001 

151.4 868.68 
152 Printing Reuse Pallets 22/week X 40 lbs. = 880 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.440 0.00 0.000 0.440 0.001 

152.1 Recycling Office Paper 22 gaylords weekly@ 3.7 yards per gaylord 
X 52 @ 363.51 lbs. per yard - source: 
US EPA 

769.330 0.00 769.330 0.000 0.001 

152.2 769.77 
101 Country Club Composting Grasscycling 100 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 600 

tons per yr source: USEPA 
600.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 600.01 

101.1 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 55 gallons quarterly X 4 X 7.45 lbs. per 
gallon = 1639 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

0.820 0.00 0.820 0.000 0.001 

101.2 600.82 
114 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale weekly X 52 = 1,092,000 

lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
546.000 0.00 546.000 0.000 0.001 
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compos

160 Distribution Reuse Pallets 10,000 per month X 12 X 40 lbs.  - source: 
USEPA

0.000 0.00 0.000 0    2400 0.000

160.1 Recycling Wood Scraps 2500 per week X 52 X 40 lbs.  - source:  
USEPA

600.000 0.00 600.000 0.000 0.000

160.2 600    3000
155 Grading Contractor Composting Greenwaste Actual last year:  2,769 tons 2769.000 2769.00 0.000 0.000 2769.0
148 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 15/week X 40 lbs.  = 600 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.000 0.00 0.000 0   0.3 0.000

148.1 Recycling Scrap Metal Actual Weight- =42.29 tons per year.  42.290 0.00 42.290 0.000 0.000
148.2 Recycling Scrap Vinyl Actual Weight- = 472.43 tons per year.  472.430 0.00 472.430 0.000 0.000
148.3 Recycling Scrap Glass Actual Weight- = 2115.007 tons per year.  1297.830 0.00 297.83   2115.00 0.000 0.000

148.4 Recycling Ink Cartridges 10 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source:  
USEPA

0.150 0.00 0.150 0.000 0.000

148.5 1812.70   
 2630.177

149 Grocery Recycling OCC Actual Weight- =993.16 tons per year.  993.160 0.00 993.160 0.000 0.000
149.1 (Totals from 4 stores) Recycling Plastic Actual Weight- = 30.62 tons per year.  30.620 0.00 30.620 0.000 0.000
149.2 Recycling Render Actual Weight- = 112.5 tons per year.  112.500 0.00 112.500 0.000 0.000
149.3 Composting Produce Actual Weight- = 629.82 tons per year.  629.820 0.00 0.000 0.000 629.82
149.4 1766.10

192 Government Composting Grasscycling 164.36 turf acres X  6 tons per year = 600 
tons per yr source:  USEPA 

986.160 0.00 0.000 0.000 986.16

192.1 Recycling Office Paper Shred 4-64 gal toters per month X 12 X 16 lbs 
each source:  USEPA

0.384 0.00 0.384 0.000 0.000

192.2 Recycling Ink Cartridges 1 per week X 52 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source:  
USEPA

0.070 0.00 0.070 0.000 0.000

192.3 Reuse Computers/Monitors 45 replaced per year X56 lbs.  - source:  
USEPA

0.000 0.00 0.000 0   1.26 0.000

192.4 986.61   987.874 0.000 0.000 0.000
171 Country Club Composting Grasscycling 150 turf acres X  6 tons per year = 900 

tons per yr source:  USEPA 
900.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 900.00

171.1 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 28 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 
gallon  - source:  USEPA

5.420 0.00 5.420 0.000 0.000

171.2 905.42
151 Manufacturing Recycling Ledger Paper 7-900 lb bale daily X 260 X 900  - source:  

USEPA   
819.000 0.00 819.000 0.000 0.000

151.1 Recycling OCC 30 cubic yards weekly X 52 X 50.08 lbs.   - 
source:  USEPA

39.062 0.00 39.062 0.000 0.000

151.2 Recycling OCC Cores 8 cubic yards weekly X 52 X 50.08 lbs.   - 
source:  USEPA

10.417 0.00 10.417 0.000 0.000

151.3 Reuse Pallets 10/day X 40 lbs.  = 400 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000

151.4 868.68
152 Printing Reuse Pallets 22/week X 40 lbs.  = 880 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.440 0.00 0.000 0.440 0.000

152.1 Recycling Office Paper 22 gaylords weekly@ 3.7 yards per gaylord 
X 52 @ 363.51 lbs. per yard  - source:  
US EPA

769.330 0.00 769.330 0.000 0.000

152.2 769.77
101 Country Club Composting Grasscycling 100 turf acres X  6 tons per year = 600 

tons per yr source:  USEPA 
600.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 600.00

101.1 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 55 gallons quarterly X 4 X  7.45 lbs. per 
gallon = 1639 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

0.820 0.00 0.820 0.000 0.000

101.2 600.82
114 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale weekly X 52  = 1,092,000 

lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
546.000 0.00 546.000 0.000 0.000
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compo 

114.1 Reuse Pallets 100/week X 40 lbs. = 4,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

2.000 0.00 0.000 2.000 0.001 

114.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers Estimated Weight- = 31.2 tons per year. 31.200 0.00 0.000 31.200 0.001 

114.3 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 
gallon = 13,559 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

1.170 0.00 1.170 0.000 0.001 

114.4 Reuse Outdated Product 3 pallets weekly X 52 X 225 lbs. = 35,100 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

17.550 0.00 0.000 17.550 0.001 

114.5 597.92 
107 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale weekly X 52 = 1,092,000 

lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
546.000 0.00 546.000 0.000 0.001 

107.1 Recycling Render 192 gal (X .1337 cony) per week X 52 X 50 
lbs. = 66,743 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

33.370 0.00 33.370 0.000 0.001 

107.2 Reuse Pallets 300/week X 40 lbs. = 12,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

6.000 0.00 0.000 6.000 0.001 

107.3 Recycling Plastic Actual Weight- = 1250 every 6 months 3.750 0.00 3.750 0.000 0.001 
107.4 589.12 

144 Farm Recycling OCC 15-700 lb bale daily X 20 X 3 - source 
USEPA (high season) 

315.000 0.00 315.000 0.000 0.001 

144.1 Recycling OCC 1-700 lb bale daily X 20 X 9 - source: 
USEPA (low season) 

63.000 0.00 63.000 0.000 0.001 

144.2 Reuse Waste crop Estimated Weight- = 200 tons per year. 0.000 0.00 0.000 0 200 0.001 

144.3 378.0 
578 

112 Manufacturing Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 252,000 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

126.000 0.00 126.000 0.000 0.001 

112.1 Recycling Scrap metal 40 cubic yards every 4 weeks X 13 X 906 
lbs. per cubic yard = 471,120 lbs/yr 
source: USEPA 

235.560 0.00 235.560 0.000 0.001 

112.2 Recycling Scrap wood 40 cubic yards every 3 weeks X 17 X 
329.5 lbs. per cubic yard = 224,060 lbs/yr 
source: USEPA 

112.030 0.00 112.030 0.000 0.001 

112.3 Reuse Pallets 25/week X 40 lbs. = 1,000 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.500 0.00 0.000 0.500 0.001 

112.4 Recycling Greenbar paper 4 yds weekly X 52 @ 655 lbs. per yard = 
136,240 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 

68.120 0.00 68.120 0.000 0.001 

112.5 Recycling Office Paper Actual Weight- = 6.6 tons per year. 6.600 0.00 6.600 0.000 0.001 
112.6 Recycling Scrap Copper Actual Weight- = 4.26 tons per year. 4.260 0.00 4.260 0.000 0.001 
112.7 Recycling Scrap Plastic Actual Weight- = .42 tons per year. 0.420 0.00 0.420 0.000 0.001 
112.8 553.49 

194 School District Composting Grasscycling 91.10 turf acres x 6 tons per year = 546.60 
tons per year - source: USEPA 

546.600 546.60 0.000 0.000 546.61 

167 Grocery Recycling OCC 2-700 lb bale daily X 52 - source: 
USEPA 

255.500 0.00 255.500 0.000 0.001 

167.1 Reuse Pallets 660/week X 40 lbs. = 26,400 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

13.200 0.00 0.000 13.200 0.001 

167.2 Recycling Plastic Wrap Estimated Weight- = .494 tons per year. 0.494 0.00 0.494 0.000 0.001 

167.3 Reuse Day old bread 50 lbs daily X 365 = 9.125 tons per year. 9.125 0.00 0.000 9.125 0.001 

167.4 Recycling Renderings 13.68 tons yearly X 12 - source: actual 164.160 0.00 164.160 0.000 0.001 

167.5 442.48 
174 HOA Composting Grasscycling 73 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 438 

tons per yr source: USEPA 
438.000 438.00 0.000 0.000 438.01 

Page 2 of 9 

Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compos

114.1 Reuse Pallets 100/week X 40 lbs. = 4,000 lbs./yr - 
source:  USEPA

2.000 0.00 0.000 2.000 0.000

114.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers Estimated Weight- = 31.2 tons per year.  31.200 0.00 0.000 31.200 0.000

114.3 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 
gallon = 13,559 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

1.170 0.00 1.170 0.000 0.000

114.4 Reuse Outdated Product 3 pallets weekly X 52 X 225 lbs.  = 35,100 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

17.550 0.00 0.000 17.550 0.000

114.5 597.92
107 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale weekly X 52  = 1,092,000 

lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
546.000 0.00 546.000 0.000 0.000

107.1 Recycling Render 192 gal (X .1337 conv) per week X 52 X 50 
lbs. = 66,743 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

33.370 0.00 33.370 0.000 0.000

107.2 Reuse Pallets 300/week X 40 lbs. = 12,000 lbs./yr - 
source:  USEPA

6.000 0.00 0.000 6.000 0.000

107.3 Recycling Plastic   Actual Weight- = 1250 every 6 months  3.750 0.00 3.750 0.000 0.000
107.4 589.12

144 Farm Recycling OCC 15-700 lb bale daily X 20 X 3 - source 
USEPA (high season)

315.000 0.00 315.000 0.000 0.000

144.1 Recycling OCC 1-700 lb bale daily X 20 X 9 - source:  
USEPA  (low season)

63.000 0.00 63.000 0.000 0.000

144.2 Reuse Waste crop Estimated Weight- = 200 tons per year.  0.000 0.00 0.000 0   200 0.000

144.3 378.0 
 578

112 Manufacturing Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale monthly X 12  = 252,000 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

126.000 0.00 126.000 0.000 0.000

112.1 Recycling Scrap metal 40 cubic yards every  4 weeks X 13 X 906 
lbs. per cubic yard = 471,120 lbs/yr 
source:  USEPA 

235.560 0.00 235.560 0.000 0.000

112.2 Recycling Scrap wood 40 cubic yards every  3 weeks X 17 X 
329.5 lbs. per cubic yard = 224,060 lbs/yr 
source:  USEPA 

112.030 0.00 112.030 0.000 0.000

112.3 Reuse Pallets 25/week X 40 lbs. = 1,000 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.500 0.00 0.000 0.500 0.000

112.4 Recycling Greenbar paper 4 yds weekly X 52 @ 655 lbs. per yard = 
136,240 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA

68.120 0.00 68.120 0.000 0.000

112.5 Recycling Office Paper Actual Weight- = 6.6 tons per year.  6.600 0.00 6.600 0.000 0.000
112.6 Recycling Scrap Copper Actual Weight- = 4.26 tons per year.  4.260 0.00 4.260 0.000 0.000
112.7 Recycling Scrap Plastic Actual Weight- = .42 tons per year.  0.420 0.00 0.420 0.000 0.000
112.8 553.49

194 School District Composting Grasscycling 91.10 turf acres x 6 tons per year = 546.60 
tons per year - source:  USEPA

546.600 546.60 0.000 0.000 546.60

167 Grocery Recycling OCC 2-700 lb bale daily X 52   - source:  
USEPA   

255.500 0.00 255.500 0.000 0.000

167.1 Reuse Pallets 660/week X 40 lbs. = 26,400 lbs./yr - 
source:  USEPA

13.200 0.00 0.000 13.200 0.000

167.2 Recycling Plastic Wrap Estimated Weight- = .494 tons per year.  0.494 0.00 0.494 0.000 0.000

167.3 Reuse Day old bread 50 lbs daily X 365 = 9.125 tons per year.  9.125 0.00 0.000 9.125 0.000

167.4 Recycling Renderings 13.68 tons yearly X 12   - source:  actual 164.160 0.00 164.160 0.000 0.000

167.5 442.48
174 HOA Composting Grasscycling  73 turf acres X  6 tons per year = 438 

tons per yr source:  USEPA 
438.000 438.00 0.000 0.000 438.00
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compo 

176 HOA Composting Grasscycling 65 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 390 
tons per yr source: USEPA 

390.000 390.00 0.000 0.000 390.01 

103 Grocery Recycling OCC 56-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 470,400 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

235.200 0.00 235.200 0.000 0.001 

103.1 Recycling Render 96 gal (X .1337 cony) per week X 52 X 50 
lbs. = 33,380 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

16.690 0.00 16.690 0.000 0.001 

103.2 Reuse Pallets 200/week X 40 lbs. = 8,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

4.000 0.00 0.000 4.000 0.001 

103.3 Reuse Day old bread 15 # Daily X 365 (to local churches) 2.740 0.00 0.000 2.740 0.001 
103.4 Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 15 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 5811 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
2.910 0.00 2.910 0.000 0.001 

103.5 261.54 
100 Manufacturing Recycling OCC 1-700 lb bale weekly X 52 = 36,400 lbs./yr - 

source: USEPA 
18.200 0.00 18.200 0.000 0.001 

100.1 Reuse Pallets 20/week X 40 lbs. = 800 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.400 0.00 0.000 0.400 0.001 

100.2 Recycling Metal Shavings 40 cubic yards every quarter X 4 X 906 
lbs. per cubic yard = 144,960 lbs/yr 
source: USEPA 

72.480 0.00 72.480 0.000 0.001 

100.3 Recycling Scrap metal 40 cubic yards every 7 weeks X 7.43 X 
906 lbs. per cubic yard = 269,260 lbs/yr 
source: USEPA 

134.630 0.00 134.630 0.000 0.001 

100.4 Recycling Office Paper 3 cubic yards every year @ 363.5 lbs. per 
cy = 1090.5 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 

0.550 0.00 0.550 0.000 0.001 

100.5 226.26 
196 Retail Recycling OCC 25 bales monthly X 12 X 700# each = 

source: USEPA 
105.000 105.000 0.000 0.001 

196.1 Recycling Plastic Wrap 200 bales monthly X 12 X 75.96# each = 
source: Tellus 

91.152 91.152 0.000 0.001 

196.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 4,000 monthly X 12 X .14 lbs. source: 
USEPA 

3.360 0.000 3.360 0.001 

196.3 Reuse Styrofoam Peanuts 25-33 gal bags monthly X 12 X 1.5 lbs. 
source: USEPA 

0.225 0.000 0.225 0.001 

196.4 199.74 0.000 0.000 0.001 
175 HOA Composting Grasscycling 32 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 192 tons 

per yr source: USEPA 
192.000 192.00 0.000 0.000 192.01 

142 Farm Recycling OCC 3-700 lb bale daily X 20 X 7 - source: 
USEPA (high season) 

147.000 0.00 147.000 0.000 0.001 

142.1 Recycling OCC 1-700 lb bale weekly X 22 - source: 
USEPA (ligh season) 

7.700 0.00 7.700 0.000 0.001 

142.2 154.70 0.000 0.000 0.001 
172 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap Metal 14,931.5 lbs monthly X 12 - source: 

actual 
89.589 0.00 89.589 0.000 0.001 

172.1 Reuse Pallets 25/week X 40 lbs. = 1,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

0.500 0.00 0.000 0.500 0.001 

172.2 Recycling Wood Scraps 40 per 3 months X 4 X 329.50 lbs. - 
source: USEPA 

26.360 0.00 26.360 0.000 0.001 

172.3 Recycling Metal spools 40 monthly X 12 X 55 lbs - source: 
actual 

13.200 0.00 13.200 0.000 0.001 

172.4 Recycling Plastic Spools 75 monthly X 12 X 28 lbs - source: 
actual 

12.600 0.00 12.600 0.000 0.001 

172.5 142.25 
105 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 100,800 

lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
126.000 0.00 126.000 0.000 0.001 

105.1 Reuse Pallets 400/month X 40 lbs. = 16,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

8.000 0.00 0.000 8.000 0.001 

105.2 134.00 
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100.1 Reuse Pallets 20/week X 40 lbs. = 800 lbs./yr - source:  
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0.400 0.00 0.000 0.400 0.000

100.2 Recycling Metal Shavings 40 cubic yards every  quarter X 4 X 906 
lbs. per cubic yard = 144,960 lbs/yr 
source:  USEPA 

72.480 0.00 72.480 0.000 0.000

100.3 Recycling Scrap metal 40 cubic yards every  7 weeks X 7.43 X 
906 lbs. per cubic yard = 269,260 lbs/yr 
source:  USEPA 

134.630 0.00 134.630 0.000 0.000

100.4 Recycling Office Paper 3 cubic yards every year @ 363.5 lbs. per 
cy = 1090.5 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA

0.550 0.00 0.550 0.000 0.000

100.5 226.26
196 Retail Recycling OCC 25 bales monthly X 12 X 700# each = 

source:  USEPA
105.000 105.000 0.000 0.000

196.1 Recycling Plastic Wrap 200 bales monthly X 12 X 75.96# each = 
source:  Tellus

91.152 91.152 0.000 0.000

196.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 4,000 monthly X 12 X .14 lbs.  source:  
USEPA

3.360 0.000 3.360 0.000

196.3 Reuse Styrofoam Peanuts 25-33 gal bags monthly X 12 X 1.5 lbs.  
source:  USEPA

0.225 0.000 0.225 0.000

196.4 199.74 0.000 0.000 0.000
175 HOA Composting Grasscycling 32 turf acres X  6 tons per year = 192 tons 

per yr source:  USEPA 
192.000 192.00 0.000 0.000 192.00

142 Farm Recycling OCC 3-700 lb bale daily X 20 X 7 - source:  
USEPA (high season)

147.000 0.00 147.000 0.000 0.000

142.1 Recycling OCC 1-700 lb bale weekly X 22 - source:  
USEPA (ligh season)

7.700 0.00 7.700 0.000 0.000

142.2 154.70 0.000 0.000 0.000
172 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap Metal 14,931.5 lbs monthly X 12   - source:  

actual
89.589 0.00 89.589 0.000 0.000

172.1 Reuse Pallets 25/week X 40 lbs.  = 1,000 lbs./yr - 
source:  USEPA

0.500 0.00 0.000 0.500 0.000

172.2 Recycling Wood Scraps 40 per 3 months X 4 X 329.50 lbs.  - 
source:  USEPA

26.360 0.00 26.360 0.000 0.000

172.3 Recycling Metal spools  40 monthly X 12 X 55 lbs  - source:  
actual

13.200 0.00 13.200 0.000 0.000

172.4 Recycling Plastic Spools 75 monthly X 12 X 28 lbs  - source:  
actual

12.600 0.00 12.600 0.000 0.000

172.5 142.25
105 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale monthly X 12  = 100,800 

lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
126.000 0.00 126.000 0.000 0.000

105.1 Reuse Pallets 400/month X 40 lbs. = 16,000 lbs./yr - 
source:  USEPA

8.000 0.00 0.000 8.000 0.000

105.2 134.00
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compo 

109 Retail Recycling OCC 30-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 252,000 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

126.000 0.00 126.000 0.000 0.001 

109.1 Reuse Pallets 18/day X 40 lbs. = 720 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.360 0.00 0.000 0.360 0.001 

109.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 200 daily X 365 X .14 lbs. = 10,220 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

5.110 0.00 0.000 5.110 0.001 

109.3 131.47 
143 Farm Recycling OCC 140-700 lb bales yearly - source: USEPA 49.000 0.00 49.000 0.000 0.001 

143.1 Reuse Waste crop Estimated Weight- = 75 tons per year. 0.000 0.00 0.000 0 75 0.001 
143.2 49 424 

182 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 35 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. -- source: 
USEPA 

84.000 0.00 84.000 0.000 0.001 

182.1 Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 24 tons per year. 24.000 0.00 24.000 0.000 0.001 
182.2 108.00 0.000 0.000 0.001 

156 Retail Recycling OCC 4-700 lb bale monthly X 12 - source: 
USEPA 

16.800 0.00 16.800 0.000 0.001 

156.1 Reuse Pallets 15 per week X 52 X 40 lbs. - source: 
USEPA 

15.600 0.00 0.000 15.600 0.001 

156.2 Recycling Tires 120 weekly X 52 X 20 lbs. ea. - source: 
USEPA 

62.400 0.00 62.400 0.000 0.001 

156.3 Recycling Scrap Metal 500 lbs weekly X 52 - source: USEPA 13.000 0.00 13.000 0.000 0.001 
156.4 107.80 

147 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 400/week X 40 lbs. = 16,000 lbs/yr - 
source: USEPA 

8.000 0.00 0.000 8.000 0.001 

147.1 Recycling Scrap plastic Actual Weight- = 80.889 tons per year. 80.889 0.00 80.889 0.000 0.001 
147.2 Recycling Office Paper 2 yards weekly X 52 @ 363.5 lbs. per yard 

- source: US EPA 
18.902 0.00 18.902 0.000 0.001 

147.3 107.79 
183 Retail Recycling OCC 4 bales weekly X 52 X 700# each = 72.8 

tons yearly 
72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.001 

183.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 3000 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs. -- source: 
USEPA 

10.920 0.00 0.000 10.920 0.001 

183.2 83.72 0.000 0.000 0.001 
164 Retail Recycling OCC 4-700 lb bale weekly X 52 - source: 

USEPA 
72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.001 

164.1 Reuse Pallets 15/day X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.001 

164.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 60 lbs daily X 260 source: actual 7.800 0.00 0.000 7.800 0.001 
164.3 80.90 

178 Retail Recycling OCC 4 bales weekly X 52 X 700# each = 72.8 
tons yearly 

72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.001 

178.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 1200 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs. = 4.37 
tons./yr - source: USEPA 

4.368 0.00 0.000 4.368 0.001 

178.2 Reuse Pallets 15/week X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs.yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.001 

178.3 77.47 0.000 0.000 0.001 
177 HOA (6 HOA's included) Composting Grasscycling 11 turf acres X 6 tons per year = 66 tons 

per yr source: USEPA 
66.000 66.00 0.000 0.000 66.0( 

104 Retail Recycling OCC 12-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 100,800 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

50.400 0.00 50.400 0.000 0.001 

104.1 Reuse Pallets 750/weekX 40 lbs. = 30,000 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

15.000 0.00 0.000 15.000 0.001 

104.2 65.40 
106 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap metal 15 cubic yards every 6 weeks X 8.67 X 

906 lbs. per cubic yard = 117,825 lbs/yr 
source: USEPA 

58.890 0.00 58.890 0.000 0.001 

106.1 58.89 
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183 Retail Recycling OCC 4 bales weekly X 52 X 700# each = 72.8 

tons yearly
72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.000

183.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 3000 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs.  --- source:  
USEPA

10.920 0.00 0.000 10.920 0.000

183.2 83.72 0.000 0.000 0.000
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72.800 0.00 72.800 0.000 0.000

178.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 1200 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs.  = 4.37 
tons./yr - source:  USEPA

4.368 0.00 0.000 4.368 0.000

178.2 Reuse Pallets 15/week X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs.yr - source:  
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178.3 77.47 0.000 0.000 0.000
177 HOA (6 HOA's included) Composting Grasscycling 11 turf acres X  6 tons per year = 66 tons 
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compo 

170 Distribution Recycling OCC 3 tons monthly X 12 - source: actual 36.000 0.00 36.000 0.000 0.001 
170.1 Reuse Pallets 60/week X 40 lbs. = 2,400 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
1.200 0.00 0.000 1.200 0.001 

170.2 Recycling Plastic 1 ton monthly X 12 - source: actual 12.000 0.00 12.000 0.000 0.001 
170.3 49.20 

108 Retail Recycling OCC 3 cubic yards daily X 270 X 50.08 lbs. = 
40,564.8 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

20.280 0.00 20.280 0.000 0.001 

108.1 Recycling OCC 6 cubic yards daily X 90 X 50.08 lbs. = 
27,043.2 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

13.520 0.00 13.520 0.000 0.001 

108.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 2500 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs. = 18,200 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

9.100 0.00 0.000 9.100 0.001 

108.3 42.90 
154 Retail Recycling OCC 8-700 lb bale monthly X 12 - source: 

USEPA 
33.600 0.00 33.600 0.000 0.001 

154.1 Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs/yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.001 

154.2 Recycling Wood Scraps 1 cy per 2 weeks X 26 X 329.5 lbs. - 
source: USEPA 

4.280 0.00 4.280 0.000 0.001 

154.3 38.48 
110 Retail Recycling OCC 6-700 lb bale monthly X 12 = 50,400 lbs./yr 

- source: USEPA 
25.560 0.00 25.560 0.000 0.001 

110.1 Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.001 

110.2 Recycling Ink Cartridges 400 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 12,000 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

6.000 0.00 6.000 0.000 0.001 

110.3 32.16 
150 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap Metal Actual Weight- = 3.7 tons per year. 3.700 0.00 3.700 0.000 0.001 

150.1 Composting Grasscycling 4.5 turf acres X 6 tons per year- source: 
USEPA 

27.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 27.0C 

150.2 Reuse Pallets 12/week X 40 lbs. = 480 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.240 0.00 0.000 0.240 0.001 

150.3 Recycling Ink Cartridges 20 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source: 
USEPA 

0.300 0.00 0.300 0.000 0.001 

150.4 31.24 
133 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.001 

133.1 Recycling Scrap Metal 17-55 gallon barrels monthly X 12 X 226.5 
lbs. per barrel = 46,206 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

23.103 0.00 23.103 0.000 0.001 

133.2 Reuse Wood reels 20-25 per month X 12 X 22 lbs. = 5940 
lbs./yr - source: Actual weight 

2.970 0.00 0.000 2.970 0.001 

133.3 Recycling Ink Cartridges 20 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 600 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

0.300 0.00 0.300 0.000 0.001 

133.4 26.57 
129 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 0.000 0.00 0 -4 0.000 0.001 

129.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 0.000 0.00 0 -4 0.000 0.001 
129.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.001 

129.3 13.086 
21486. 

130 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 0 -4 0.000 0.001 
130.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 0 -4 0.000 0.001 
130.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.001 

130.3 13.086 
24,086 
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170 Distribution Recycling OCC 3 tons monthly X 12   - source:  actual 36.000 0.00 36.000 0.000 0.000
170.1 Reuse Pallets 60/week X 40 lbs. = 2,400 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
1.200 0.00 0.000 1.200 0.000

170.2 Recycling Plastic 1 ton monthly X 12   - source:  actual 12.000 0.00 12.000 0.000 0.000
170.3 49.20

108 Retail Recycling OCC 3 cubic yards daily X 270 X 50.08 lbs.  = 
40,564.8 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

20.280 0.00 20.280 0.000 0.000

108.1 Recycling OCC 6 cubic yards daily X 90 X 50.08 lbs.  = 
27,043.2 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

13.520 0.00 13.520 0.000 0.000

108.2 Reuse Plastic Hangers 2500 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs.  = 18,200 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

9.100 0.00 0.000 9.100 0.000

108.3 42.90
154 Retail Recycling OCC 8-700 lb bale monthly X 12   - source:  

USEPA   
33.600 0.00 33.600 0.000 0.000

154.1 Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs/yr - source:  
USEPA

0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000

154.2 Recycling Wood Scraps 1 cy per 2 weeks X 26 X 329.5 lbs.  - 
source:  USEPA

4.280 0.00 4.280 0.000 0.000

154.3 38.48
110 Retail Recycling OCC 6-700 lb bale monthly X 12  = 50,400 lbs./yr 

- source:  USEPA
25.560 0.00 25.560 0.000 0.000

110.1 Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000

110.2 Recycling Ink Cartridges 400 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 12,000 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

6.000 0.00 6.000 0.000 0.000

110.3 32.16
150 Manufacturing Recycling Scrap Metal Actual Weight- = 3.7 tons per year.  3.700 0.00 3.700 0.000 0.000

150.1 Composting Grasscycling 4.5 turf acres X  6 tons per year - source:  
USEPA 

27.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 27.00

150.2 Reuse Pallets 12/week X 40 lbs.  = 480 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.240 0.00 0.000 0.240 0.000

150.3 Recycling Ink Cartridges 20 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source:  
USEPA

0.300 0.00 0.300 0.000 0.000

150.4 31.24
133 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000

133.1 Recycling Scrap Metal 17-55 gallon barrels monthly X 12 X  226.5 
lbs. per barrel = 46,206 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

23.103 0.00 23.103 0.000 0.000

133.2 Reuse Wood reels 20-25 per month X 12 X 22 lbs. = 5940 
lbs./yr - source:  Actual weight

2.970 0.00 0.000 2.970 0.000

133.3 Recycling Ink Cartridges 20 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 600 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

0.300 0.00 0.300 0.000 0.000

133.4 26.57
129 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  0.000 0.00 0     4 0.000 0.000

129.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  0.000 0.00 0     4 0.000 0.000
129.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000

129.3 13.086  
21.086

130 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 0     4 0.000 0.000
130.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 0     4 0.000 0.000
130.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000

130.3 13.086  
21.086
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compo 

131 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 0 -4 0.000 0.001 
131.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 0 -4 0.000 0.001 
131.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.001 

131.3 13.086 
21486 

132 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 0 -4 0.000 0.001 
132.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year. 4.000 0.00 0 -4 0.000 0.001 
132.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.001 

132.3 13.086 
2-1,B86 

180 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 3 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. - source: 
USEPA 

7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.001 

180.1 Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 12 tons per year. 12.000 0.00 12.000 0.000 0.001 
180.2 19.20 0.000 0.000 0.001 

120 Retail Reuse Plastic Hangers 500 daily X 365 X .14 lbs. = 25,550 lbs./yr - 
source: USEPA 

12.780 0.00 0.000 12.780 0.001 

120.1 Reuse Outdated Product 2 cy every 2 weeks X 26 X 225 lbs. = 
11,700 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

5.850 0.00 0.000 5.850 0.001 

120.2 18.63 
158 Retail Reuse Pallets 32/week X 40 lbs. = 1,280 lbs/yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.640 0.00 0.000 0.640 0.001 

158.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 625 daily X 365 X .14 lbs. source: 
USEPA 

15.970 0.00 0.000 15.970 0.001 

158.2 Reuse Outdated Product (2 cubic feet every week X 52 X 225)/9 lbs. 
- source: USEPA 

1.300 0.00 0.000 1.300 0.001 

158.3 17.91 
189 Auto Dealership Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 7.2 tons per year. 7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.001 

189.1 Recycling Office Paper 3 cubic yards every year @ 363.5 lbs. per 
cy - source: US EPA 

0.545 0.00 0.545 0.000 0.001 

189.2 Recycling Tires 60 Monthly X 12 X 20 Lbs each. - Source: 
USEPA 

7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.001 

189.3 14.95 0.000 0.000 0.001 
138 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 70 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
13.560 0.00 13.560 0.000 0.001 

138.1 13.56 
137 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 60 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
11.620 0.00 11.620 0.000 0.001 

137.1 11.62 
139 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 60 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
11.620 0.00 11.620 0.000 0.001 

139.1 11.62 
117 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 50 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 19,370 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
9.690 0.00 9.690 0.000 0.001 

117.1 Recycling Ink Cartridges 6 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 180 
lbs./yr - source: USEPA 

0.090 0.00 0.090 0.000 0.001 

117.2 9.78 
125 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 50 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 19,370 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
9.690 0.00 9.690 0.000 0.001 

125.1 9.69 
118 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 48 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 18,595.2 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

9.300 0.00 9.300 0.000 0.001 
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compos

131 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 0     4 0.000 0.000
131.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 0     4 0.000 0.000
131.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000

131.3 13.086  
21.086

132 Auto Dealership Recycling Engine Blocks Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 0     4 0.000 0.000
132.1 Recycling Transmissions Estimated Weight- = 4 tons per year.  4.000 0.00 0     4 0.000 0.000
132.2 Recycling Office Paper 6 cubic yards every month @ 363.5 lbs. 

per cy = 26,172 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA
13.086 0.00 13.086 0.000 0.000

132.3 13.086  
21.086

180 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 3 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. --- source:  
USEPA

7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000

180.1 Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 12 tons per year.  12.000 0.00 12.000 0.000 0.000
180.2 19.20 0.000 0.000 0.000

120 Retail Reuse Plastic Hangers 500 daily X 365 X .14 lbs.  = 25,550 lbs./yr -
source:  USEPA

12.780 0.00 0.000 12.780 0.000

120.1 Reuse Outdated Product 2 cy every 2 weeks X 26 X 225 lbs.  = 
11,700 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

5.850 0.00 0.000 5.850 0.000

120.2 18.63
158 Retail Reuse Pallets 32/week X 40 lbs.  = 1,280 lbs/yr - source:  

USEPA
0.640 0.00 0.000 0.640 0.000

158.1 Reuse Plastic Hangers 625 daily X 365 X .14 lbs.  source:  
USEPA

15.970 0.00 0.000 15.970 0.000

158.2 Reuse Outdated Product (2 cubic feet every week X 52 X 225)/9 lbs. 
- source:  USEPA

1.300 0.00 0.000 1.300 0.000

158.3 17.91
189 Auto Dealership Recycling Scrap Metal Estimated Weight- = 7.2 tons per year.  7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000

189.1 Recycling Office Paper 3 cubic yards every year @ 363.5 lbs. per 
cy  - source:  US EPA

0.545 0.00 0.545 0.000 0.000

189.2 Recycling Tires 60 Monthly X 12 X 20 Lbs each. - Source: 
USEPA

7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000

189.3 14.95 0.000 0.000 0.000
138 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 70 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source:  USEPA
13.560 0.00 13.560 0.000 0.000

138.1 13.56
137 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 60 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source:  USEPA
11.620 0.00 11.620 0.000 0.000

137.1 11.62
139 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 60 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source:  USEPA
11.620 0.00 11.620 0.000 0.000

139.1 11.62
117 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 50 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 19,370 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
9.690 0.00 9.690 0.000 0.000

117.1 Recycling Ink Cartridges 6 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. = 180 
lbs./yr - source:  USEPA

0.090 0.00 0.090 0.000 0.000

117.2 9.78
125 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 50 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 19,370 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
9.690 0.00 9.690 0.000 0.000

125.1 9.69
118 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 48 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 18,595.2 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

9.300 0.00 9.300 0.000 0.000
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compo 

118.1 9.30 
185 Manufacturing Recycling OCC 2 bales monthly X 12 X 700# each = 

source: USEPA 
8.400 0.00 8.400 0.000 0.001 

185.1 Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.001 

185.2 8.60 0.000 0.000 0.001 
161 Machine Shop Recycling Scrap Metal 20 lbs monthly X 12 - source: actual 0.120 0.00 0.120 0.000 0.001 

161.1 Recycling Scrap Brass 6-55 gal drums monthly X 12 X 226.5 lbs - 
source: USEPA 

8.150 0.00 8.150 0.000 0.001 

161.2 8.27 
121 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 40 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 15,496 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
7.750 0.00 7.750 0.000 0.001 

121.1 7.75 
181 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 3 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. - source: 

USEPA 
7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.001 

181.1 7.20 0.000 0.000 0.001 
122 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 36 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 13,946.4 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

6.970 0.00 6.970 0.000 0.001 

122.1 6.97 
179 Auto Repair Recycling Scrap Metal 5-55 gallon barrels monthly X 12 X 226.5 

lbs. per barrel - source: USEPA 
6.795 0.00 6.795 0.000 0.001 

179.1 Reuse Pallets 2/week X 40 lbs. = 80 lbs/yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.040 0.00 0.000 0.040 0.001 

179.2 6.84 0.000 0.000 0.001 
113 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 35 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 13,559 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
6.780 0.00 6.780 0.000 0.001 

113.1 6.78 
165 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 250 lbs weekly X 52 - source: USEPA 6.500 0.00 6.500 0.000 0.001 

165.1 6.50 
169 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 30 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
5.810 0.00 5.810 0.000 0.001 

169.1 5.81 
116 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 25 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 9,685 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
4.840 0.00 4.840 0.000 0.001 

116.1 4.84 
146 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 25 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
4.843 0.00 4.843 0.000 0.001 

146.1 4.84 
124 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 24 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 9297.6 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
4.650 0.00 4.650 0.000 0.001 

124.1 4.65 
186 Retail Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.001 

186.1 Recycling Ink Cartridges 250 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - 
source: USEPA 

3.750 0.00 3.750 0.000 0.001 

186.2 4.35 0.000 0.000 0.001 
135 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 10 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source: USEPA 
4.130 0.00 4.130 0.000 0.001 

135.1 4.13 
123 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 7748 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
3.870 0.00 3.870 0.000 0.001 

123.1 3.87 
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Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compos

118.1 9.30
185 Manufacturing Recycling OCC 2 bales monthly X 12 X 700# each = 

source:  USEPA
8.400 0.00 8.400 0.000 0.000

185.1 Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000

185.2 8.60 0.000 0.000 0.000
161 Machine Shop Recycling Scrap Metal 20 lbs monthly X 12   - source:  actual 0.120 0.00 0.120 0.000 0.000

161.1 Recycling Scrap Brass 6-55 gal drums monthly X 12 X 226.5 lbs   - 
source:  USEPA

8.150 0.00 8.150 0.000 0.000

161.2 8.27
121 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 40 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 15,496 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
7.750 0.00 7.750 0.000 0.000

121.1 7.75
181 Auto Dealership Recycling Cores 3 every month @ 400 lbs. ea. --- source:  

USEPA
7.200 0.00 7.200 0.000 0.000

181.1 7.20 0.000 0.000 0.000
122 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 36 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 13,946.4 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

6.970 0.00 6.970 0.000 0.000

122.1 6.97
179 Auto Repair Recycling Scrap Metal 5-55 gallon barrels monthly X 12 X  226.5 

lbs. per barrel  - source:  USEPA
6.795 0.00 6.795 0.000 0.000

179.1 Reuse Pallets 2/week X 40 lbs.  = 80 lbs/yr - source:  
USEPA

0.040 0.00 0.000 0.040 0.000

179.2 6.84 0.000 0.000 0.000
113 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 35 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 13,559 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
6.780 0.00 6.780 0.000 0.000

113.1 6.78
165 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 250 lbs weekly X 52  - source:  USEPA 6.500 0.00 6.500 0.000 0.000

165.1 6.50
169 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 30 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon  - source:  USEPA
5.810 0.00 5.810 0.000 0.000

169.1 5.81
116 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 25 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 9,685 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
4.840 0.00 4.840 0.000 0.000

116.1 4.84
146 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 25 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon  - source:  USEPA
4.843 0.00 4.843 0.000 0.000

146.1 4.84
124 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 24 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 9297.6 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
4.650 0.00 4.650 0.000 0.000

124.1 4.65
186 Retail Reuse Pallets 30/week X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000

186.1 Recycling Ink Cartridges 250 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - 
source:  USEPA

3.750 0.00 3.750 0.000 0.000

186.2 4.35 0.000 0.000 0.000
135 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 10 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon - source:  USEPA
4.130 0.00 4.130 0.000 0.000

135.1 4.13
123 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 7748 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
3.870 0.00 3.870 0.000 0.000

123.1 3.87
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compo 

190 Water District Reuse Pallets 4/month X 40 lbs. = 160 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

0.080 0.00 0.000 0.080 0.001 

190.1 Recycling Scrap Metal 2 Cy quarterly X 4 X 906 lbs per yard- 
source: USEPA 

3.624 0.00 3.624 0.000 0.001 

190.2 3.70 0.000 0.000 0.001 
126 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 15 gallons weekly X 52 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 5811 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
2.910 0.00 2.910 0.000 0.001 

126.1 2.91 
140 Distribution Reuse Pallets 100/week X 40 lbs. = 4,000 lbs. - source: 

USEPA 
2.000 0.00 0.000 2.000 0.001 

140.1 Recycling Office Paper 32 gal monthly X 12 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal =r 
source: US EPA 

0.048 0.00 0.048 0.000 0.001 

140.2 2.05 
145 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 30/month X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - 

source: USEPA 
0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.001 

145.1 Recycling Office Paper-Shred 64 gal monthly X 9 barrels X 12 @ 8 lbs. 
per 32 gal = - source: US EPA (?) 

0.864 0.00 0.864 0.000 0.001 

145.2 Recycling Plastic Buckets 15-5 gal buckets monthly X 12 @ 1.9 lbs. = 
- source: US EPA 

0.171 0.00 0.171 0.000 0.001 

145.3 1.64 
168 Warehouse Reuse Pallets 80/week X 40 lbs. = 3,200 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
1.600 0.00 0.000 1.600 0.001 

168.1 1.60 
159 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 50/week X 40 lbs. = 2,000 lbs./yr - 

source: USEPA 
1.000 0.00 0.000 1.000 0.001 

159.1 Reuse Outdated Computers 15 yearly X 56 lbs. - source: USEPA 0.420 0.00 0.000 0.420 0.001 
159.2 1.42 

195 Manufacturing Recycling Office Paper Shred Estimated Weight = 1.3 tons per year. 1.300 0.00 1.300 0.000 0.001 
195.1 1.30 0.000 0.000 0.001 

166 Retail Reuse Pallets 50/week X 40 lbs. = 2,000 lbs./yr - source: 
USEPA 

1.000 0.00 0.000 1.000 0.001 

166.1 1.00 
127 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons monthly X 12 X 7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 1788 lbs./yr - source: USEPA 
0.890 0.00 0.890 0.000 0.001 

127.1 0.89 
111 Distribution Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.001 

111.1 Recycling Office Paper--Shredded 96 gal weekly X 52 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal = 
1240 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 

0.620 0.00 0.620 0.000 0.001 

111.2 0.82 
162 Distribution Reuse Pallets 40/week X 40 lbs. = 1,600 lbs./yr - 

source: USEPA 
0.800 0.00 0.000 0.800 0.001 

162.1 0.80 0.000 0.000 0.001 
188 Government Recycling Ink Cartridges 1 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source: 

USEPA 
0.015 0.00 0.015 0.000 0.001 

188.1 Reuse Pallets 20 per year X 40 lbs. - source: USEPA 0.400 0.00 0.000 0.400 0.001 

188.2 Recycling Office Paper Shred 20-33 gal toters per year X 81bs/33 gal 
each source: USEPA 

0.160 0.00 0.160 0.000 0.001 

188.3 0.58 0.000 0.000 0.001 
102 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 3/week X 40 lbs. = 120 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.060 0.00 0.000 0.060 0.001 

102.1 Recycling Office Paper--Shredded 64 gal weekly X 52 @ 16 lbs. per 64 gal = 
840 lbs./yr - source: US EPA 

0.420 0.00 0.420 0.000 0.001 

102.2 0.48 
191 Bank Recycling Office Paper Shred 1-96 gal toters per month X 12 X 76.23 lbs 

each source: USEPA 
0.457 0.00 0.457 0.000 0.001 

191.1 0.46 0.000 0.000 0.001 
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Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compos

190 Water District Reuse Pallets 4/month X 40 lbs. = 160 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

0.080 0.00 0.000 0.080 0.000

190.1 Recycling Scrap Metal 2 Cy quarterly X 4 X 906 lbs per yard--
source:  USEPA

3.624 0.00 3.624 0.000 0.000

190.2 3.70 0.000 0.000 0.000
126 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 15 gallons weekly X 52 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 5811 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
2.910 0.00 2.910 0.000 0.000

126.1 2.91
140 Distribution Reuse Pallets 100/week X 40 lbs.  = 4,000 lbs. - source:  

USEPA
2.000 0.00 0.000 2.000 0.000

140.1 Recycling Office Paper 32 gal monthly X 12 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal =r -
source:  US EPA

0.048 0.00 0.048 0.000 0.000

140.2 2.05
145 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 30/month X 40 lbs. = 1,200 lbs./yr - 

source:  USEPA
0.600 0.00 0.000 0.600 0.000

145.1 Recycling Office Paper-Shred 64 gal monthly X 9 barrels X 12 @ 8 lbs. 
per 32 gal = - source:  US EPA (?)

0.864 0.00 0.864 0.000 0.000

145.2 Recycling Plastic Buckets 15-5 gal buckets monthly X 12 @ 1.9 lbs. = 
- source:  US EPA

0.171 0.00 0.171 0.000 0.000

145.3 1.64
168 Warehouse Reuse Pallets 80/week X 40 lbs. = 3,200 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
1.600 0.00 0.000 1.600 0.000

168.1 1.60
159 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 50/week X 40 lbs.  = 2,000 lbs./yr - 

source:  USEPA
1.000 0.00 0.000 1.000 0.000

159.1 Reuse Outdated Computers 15 yearly X 56  lbs.  - source:  USEPA 0.420 0.00 0.000 0.420 0.000
159.2 1.42

195 Manufacturing Recycling Office Paper Shred Estimated Weight = 1.3 tons per year.  1.300 0.00 1.300 0.000 0.000
195.1 1.30 0.000 0.000 0.000

166 Retail Reuse Pallets 50/week X 40 lbs. = 2,000 lbs./yr - source:  
USEPA

1.000 0.00 0.000 1.000 0.000

166.1 1.00
127 Restaurant Recycling Grease/Cooking Oil 20 gallons monthly X 12 X  7.45 lbs. per 

gallon = 1788 lbs./yr - source:  USEPA
0.890 0.00 0.890 0.000 0.000

127.1 0.89
111 Distribution Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000

111.1 Recycling Office Paper--Shredded 96 gal weekly X 52 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal = 
1240 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA

0.620 0.00 0.620 0.000 0.000

111.2 0.82
162 Distribution Reuse Pallets 40/week X 40 lbs.  = 1,600 lbs./yr - 

source:  USEPA
0.800 0.00 0.000 0.800 0.000

162.1 0.80 0.000 0.000 0.000
188 Government Recycling Ink Cartridges 1 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source:  

USEPA
0.015 0.00 0.015 0.000 0.000

188.1 Reuse Pallets 20 per year  X 40 lbs.  - source:  USEPA 0.400 0.00 0.000 0.400 0.000

188.2 Recycling Office Paper Shred 20-33 gal toters per year X 8lbs/33 gal 
each source:  USEPA

0.160 0.00 0.160 0.000 0.000

188.3 0.58 0.000 0.000 0.000
102 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 3/week X 40 lbs. = 120 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.060 0.00 0.000 0.060 0.000

102.1 Recycling Office Paper--Shredded 64 gal weekly X 52 @ 16 lbs. per 64 gal = 
840 lbs./yr - source:  US EPA

0.420 0.00 0.420 0.000 0.000

102.2 0.48
191 Bank Recycling Office Paper Shred 1-96 gal toters per month X 12 X 76.23 lbs 

each source:  USEPA
0.457 0.00 0.457 0.000 0.000

191.1 0.46 0.000 0.000 0.000
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Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source 

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compo 

134 Retail Reuse Plastic Hangers 120 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs. source: 
USEPA 

0.440 0.00 0.000 0.440 0.001 

134.1 0.44 
173 Restaurant Reuse Pallets 15/month X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.001 

173.1 0.30 0.000 0.000 0.001 
136 Retail Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.001 

136.1 0.20 
187 Consulting Recycling Office Paper Shred 4-33 gal toters per month X 12 X Bibs each 

source: USEPA 
0.192 0.00 0.192 0.000 0.001 

187.1 0.19 0.000 0.000 0.001 
141 Office Recycling Office Paper 66 gal monrthly X 12 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal 

=r - source: US EPA 
0.099 0.00 0.099 0.000 0.001 

141.1 0.10 
153 Restaurant Recycling Ink Cartridges 6 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source: 

USEPA 
0.090 0.00 0.090 0.000 0.001 

153.1 0.09 
157 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 4/week X 40 lbs. = 160 lbs/yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.080 0.00 0.000 0.080 0.001 

157.1 0.08 
128 Retail Reuse Pallets 2/week X 40 lbs. = 80 lbs./yr - source: 

USEPA 
0.040 0.00 0.000 0.040 0.001 

128.1 0.04 

Total 
17783.267 17783.267 10009.979 228.708 2905.268 7544.! 
24309.004 24309.004 40859.456 
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Reference 
Number Business Type Diversion Activity Material Type Conversion Factor and Source

Annual Tons 
Recycled Total Recycling Source Reduction Compos

134 Retail Reuse Plastic Hangers 120 weekly X 52 X .14 lbs.  source:  
USEPA

0.440 0.00 0.000 0.440 0.000

134.1 0.44
173 Restaurant Reuse Pallets 15/month X 40 lbs. = 600 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.300 0.00 0.000 0.300 0.000

173.1 0.30 0.000 0.000 0.000
136 Retail Reuse Pallets 10/week X 40 lbs. = 400 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.200 0.00 0.000 0.200 0.000

136.1 0.20
187 Consulting Recycling Office Paper Shred 4-33 gal toters per month X 12 X 8lbs each 

source:  USEPA
0.192 0.00 0.192 0.000 0.000

187.1 0.19 0.000 0.000 0.000
141 Office Recycling Office Paper 66 gal monrthly X 12 @ 8 lbs. per 32 gal 

=r - source:  US EPA
0.099 0.00 0.099 0.000 0.000

141.1 0.10
153 Restaurant Recycling Ink Cartridges 6 per month X 12 X 2.5 lbs. ea. - source:  

USEPA
0.090 0.00 0.090 0.000 0.000

153.1 0.09
157 Manufacturing Reuse Pallets 4/week X 40 lbs. = 160 lbs/yr - source:  

USEPA
0.080 0.00 0.000 0.080 0.000

157.1 0.08
128 Retail Reuse Pallets 2/week X 40 lbs. = 80 lbs./yr - source:  

USEPA
0.040 0.00 0.000 0.040 0.000

128.1 0.04

Total
17783.267   
21309.004

17783.267   
21309.004

10009.979  
10859.156

228.708   2905.268 7544.5

Page 9 of 9

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 6
Attachment 2b



Board Meeting Agenda Item 6 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2b 

Restricted Waste Type Business Name/audit number Year Started Tonnage 
Inerts Inert recycling facility 1992 45,141.00 
Scrap Metal 112 1995 235.56 
Scrap Metal 133 1997 23.10 
Scrap Metal 148 1991 42.29 
Scrap Metal 172 1993 89.59 
Scrap Metal 179 1999 6.80 
Scrap Metal 180 1999 19.20 
Scrap Metal 181 1991 7.20 
Scrap Metal 182 1995 108.00 
Scrap Metal 189 1996 7.20 

Total 45,679.94 
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Restricted Waste TypeBusiness Name/audit number Year Started Tonnage
Inerts Inert recycling facility 1992 45,141.00
Scrap Metal 112 1995 235.56
Scrap Metal 133 1997 23.10
Scrap Metal 148 1991 42.29
Scrap Metal 172 1993 89.59
Scrap Metal 179 1999 6.80
Scrap Metal 180 1999 19.20
Scrap Metal 181 1991 7.20
Scrap Metal 182 1995 108.00
Scrap Metal 189 1996 7.20

Total 45,679.94
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Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings, Diversion Tonnage and Deductions for the City of Temecula 

Identification/Generator 

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

#160 Food distribution center Pallet reuse 2,400.00 10000/monthx12x401bs/pallet 0.00 

The pallets were never been disposed and are 
used for shipment; therefore no net reduction of 
disposal was found. 

wood scrap 
recycling 600.00 2500/wk x 52x401bs 600.00 

Verified the amount with the business contact. 
Wood scrap recycling is 2500 pallets/month, not 
week (error in the description), however, the total 
amount has not been changed. 

subtotal 3,000.00 600.00 

#155 grading company 
Greenwaste 
composting 2,769.00 actual weight 2,769.00 

The contact person presented the records for 
2001 and 2002 also, and the tonnage is 
representative. 

subtotal 2,769.00 2,769.00 

#148 manufacturer Pallet 0.30 15 x 40Ibs/pallet 0.00 
Upon verification, no net deduction of disposal 
could be demonstrated. 
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Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings, Diversion Tonnage and Deductions for the City of Temecula  

Identification/Generator

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology

#160 Food distribution center Pallet reuse 2,400.00 10000/monthx12x40lbs/pallet 0.00

The pallets were never been disposed and are 
used for shipment; therefore no net reduction of 
disposal was found.

 
wood scrap 
recycling 600.00 2500/wk x 52x40lbs 600.00

Verified the amount with the business contact. 
Wood scrap recycling is 2500 pallets/month, not 
week (error in the description), however, the total 
amount has not been changed.

subtotal  3,000.00  600.00  

#155 grading company
Greenwaste 
composting 2,769.00 actual weight 2,769.00

The contact person presented the records for 
2001 and 2002 also, and the tonnage is 
representative.

subtotal 2,769.00 2,769.00

#148 manufacturer Pallet 0.30 15 x 40lbs/pallet 0.00
Upon verification, no net deduction of disposal 
could be demonstrated.
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Material Verification 
Type/Program NBY Claim Findings 

Identification/Generator Activity (tons) NBY Methodology (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

Verified with the reports (2002-2004) for 
representativeness. The operation started after 
1990; therefore, the restricted waste criteria was 

scrap metal 42.29 actual weight 42.29 met. 

Verified with the reports (2002-2004) for 
scrap vinyl 472.43 actual weight 472.43 representativeness. 

Modified for the actual amount on the report from 
scrap glass 2,115.00 actual weight 1,297.83 the business. 

sub total 2 2,630.02 1,812.54 

Computer monitor Computer monitor is a hazardous waste; 
#192 Government reuse 1.26 45 replaced per year X56 lbs 0.00 therefore the amount was deducted. 

1.26 0.00 

#129, 130, 131, 132 Engine blocks 
Engine blocks are not considered to be "normally 
disposed" material. Therefore, the amount has 

Auto Dealership recycling 16.00 estimate 0.00 been deducted. 
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Identification/Generator

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology

 scrap metal 42.29 actual weight 42.29

Verified with the reports (2002-2004) for 
representativeness. The operation started after 
1990; therefore, the restricted waste criteria was 
met.

scrap vinyl 472.43 actual weight 472.43
Verified with the reports (2002-2004) for 
representativeness. 

scrap glass 2,115.00 actual weight 1,297.83
Modified for the actual amount on the report from 
the business.

sub total 2,630.02 1,812.54

#192 Government
Computer monitor 
reuse 1.26 45 replaced per year X56 lbs 0.00

Computer monitor is a hazardous waste; 
therefore  the amount was deducted.

sub total 1.26 0.00

#129, 130, 131, 132 
Auto Dealership

Engine blocks 
recycling 16.00 estimate 0.00

Engine blocks are not considered to be "normally 
disposed" material. Therefore, the amount has 
been deducted.

 2



Board Meeting Agenda Item 6 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Material Verification 
Type/Program NBY Claim Findings 

Identification/Generator Activity (tons) NBY Methodology (tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

Transmissions are not considered to be 
Transmissions "normally disposed" material. Therefore, the 
recycling 16.00 estimate 0.00 amount has been deducted. 

sub total 32.00 0.00 

The Board staff could not verify how the amount waste crop 
#143 vegetable farm (avocado) 75.00 estimate 0.00 was quantified. 

75.00 0.00 

waste crop The contact person could not produce any 
#144 vegetable farm (avocado) 200.00 estimate 0.00 documentation for the estimated amount. 

subtotal 200.00 0.00 

The company provided additional data for 2001 
and 2002. The Board staff verified its 
representativeness and the restricted waste 

Inert recycler Concrete/asphalt 45,141.00 Based on the truck conversion factors 45,141.00 criteria was met. 
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Identification/Generator

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology

Transmissions 
recycling 16.00 estimate 0.00

Transmissions are not considered to be 
"normally disposed" material. Therefore, the 
amount has been deducted.

sub total 32.00 0.00

#143 vegetable farm
waste crop 
(avocado) 75.00 estimate 0.00

The Board staff could not verify how the amount 
was quantified.

75.00 0.00

#144 vegetable farm
waste crop 
(avocado) 200.00 estimate 0.00

The contact person could not produce any 
documentation for the estimated amount. 

subtotal 200.00 0.00

Inert recycler Concrete/asphalt 45,141.00 Based on the truck conversion factors 45,141.00

The company provided additional data for 2001 
and 2002. The Board staff verified its 
representativeness and the restricted waste 
criteria was met.
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Identification/Generator 

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity 
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology 

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology 

sub total 45,141.00 45,141.00 

Total 53,741.28 50,322.54 
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Identification/Generator

Material 
Type/Program 

Activity
NBY Claim 

(tons) NBY Methodology

Verification 
Findings 

(tons) Verification Findings/Site Visit Methodology

sub total 45,141.00 45,141.00

Total 53,741.28  50,322.54  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-197 

Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element, For The City Of Temecula, Riverside County 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 41031 (Cities) and 41331 (Counties) require that 
information submitted by a jurisdiction on the quantities of solid waste it has generated, diverted and 
disposed, shall include data as accurate as possible to enable the Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board) to accurately measure the jurisdiction's achievement of the diversion requirement pursuant to 
PRC Section 41780; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Temecula (City) submitted documentation requesting to change its base year to 
2003, which it claims is as accurate as possible; and 

WHEREAS, a portion of the 2003 new base-year generation tonnage claimed by the City has been 
modified as a result of staff verification, and is reflected in the staff-revised certification; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent diversion 
credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a public hearing, based 
upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that section are met; and 

WHEREAS, the City has claimed 10 percent or less of biomass diversion credit for 2003, and has 
submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC Section 41783.1 for 
claiming that biomass diversion credit; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the base year change to 
2003 with the staff-recommended changes as noted in this item for the City of Temecula, and has met the 
conditions for claiming biomass diversion credit. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August 
16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-197 

Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2003 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element, For The City Of Temecula, Riverside County 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 41031 (Cities) and 41331 (Counties) require that 
information submitted by a jurisdiction on the quantities of solid waste it has generated, diverted and 
disposed, shall include data as accurate as possible to enable the Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board) to accurately measure the jurisdiction’s achievement of the diversion requirement pursuant to 
PRC Section 41780; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Temecula (City) submitted documentation requesting to change its base year to 
2003, which it claims is as accurate as possible; and 
 
WHEREAS, a portion of the 2003 new base-year generation tonnage claimed by the City has been 
modified as a result of staff verification, and is reflected in the staff-revised certification; and 
 
WHEREAS,  PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent diversion 
credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a public hearing, based 
upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that section are met; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City has claimed 10 percent or less of biomass diversion credit for 2003, and has 
submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC Section 41783.1 for 
claiming that biomass diversion credit;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the base year change to 
2003 with the staff-recommended changes as noted in this item for the City of Temecula, and has met the 
conditions for claiming biomass diversion credit. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August  
16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 7 (Revised) 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions: Blythe, Riverside County; Fillmore, Ventura County; Loma Linda, San Bernadino 
County; Lemon Grove, Oceanside, San Diego County; Oroville, Butte County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time 
Extension application to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board). 
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006. 

These jurisdictions' first SB1066 Time Extensions have ended, and despite their efforts 
to meet the timelines in their respective first Plan of Correction, they will need additional 
time to implement programs proposed in their first SB1066 Time Extension request, 
and/or additional programs. Staff's analysis of these second SB1066 Time Extension 
requests is that they are reasonable given the barriers the jurisdictions have faced, as 
explained in Attachments 1 through 6 of this item. Staff also recommends and the City 
concurs that the City of Lemon Grove will implement a procurement policy. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved these jurisdictions' first SB1066 Time Extension requests at various 
Board meetings. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as submitted for a second 

extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of their good faith efforts 
to-date to implement their first Plan of Correction and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as may be modified by the 
jurisdictions at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the jurisdictions' applications as submitted but also make 
recommendations for one or more jurisdictions to implement alternative programs 
that it believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes one or more jurisdictions should add for their new Plan of 
Correction to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow 
the jurisdiction(s) time to revise its/their application. 

5. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction's application and allow the 
jurisdiction(s) to revise and resubmit the application based on the Board's specified 
reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction's application and direct staff to 
commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified 
reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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AGENDA ITEM 7 (Revised) 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions: Blythe, Riverside County; Fillmore, Ventura County; Loma Linda, San Bernadino 
County; Lemon Grove, Oceanside, San Diego County; Oroville, Butte County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time 
Extension application to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board).  
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006.  
 
These jurisdictions’ first SB1066 Time Extensions have ended, and despite their efforts 
to meet the timelines in their respective first Plan of Correction, they will need additional 
time to implement programs proposed in their first SB1066 Time Extension request, 
and/or additional programs.  Staff’s analysis of these second SB1066 Time Extension 
requests is that they are reasonable given the barriers the jurisdictions have faced, as 
explained in Attachments 1 through 6 of this item. Staff also recommends and the City 
concurs that the City of Lemon Grove will implement a procurement policy. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved these jurisdictions’ first SB1066 Time Extension requests at various 
Board meetings.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as submitted for a second 

extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of their good faith efforts 
to-date to implement their first Plan of Correction and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as may be modified by the 
jurisdictions at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the jurisdictions’ applications as submitted but also make 
recommendations for one or more jurisdictions to implement alternative programs 
that it believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes one or more jurisdictions should add for their new Plan of 
Correction to be successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow 
the jurisdiction(s) time to revise its/their application.   

5. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction’s application and allow the 
jurisdiction(s) to revise and resubmit the application based on the Board’s specified 
reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove one or more jurisdiction’s application and direct staff to 
commence the process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified 
reasons for disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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Staff recommends 
as submitted 
alternative 
to be successful. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues 
1. Background 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
the Board adopt 

also make recommendations 
that it believes 

Findings 

Code (PRC) 
requirement of 
meeting the 50 
may be effective 

41820(b) further 
considering a 

for the 
in this section 

an extension. 
board disapproves 

the disapproval." 

listed in this 
more 

additional programs, 
the barriers encountered 

certain programs, 
fully implement 

and each includes 
the diversion 

analysis 

and 

option No. 3: approve the jurisdictions' applications 
for one or more jurisdictions to implement 

be added to the new Plan of Correction for it 

41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
41780 to petition for one or more time 

diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

that: 
for an extension, the board may make specific 

of alternative programs. 
preclude the board from disapproving any 

for an extension, the board shall specify its 

submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension 
either: 

during the first TE that kept them from 
or 

in their first Plan of Correction. 

applications address all of the requirements of a SB 
a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional 

listed in their second Plan of Correction. 

below. 

implementation 

a request 

programs 

the information 

but 
programs 

Time Extension 

should 

Section 
PRC Section 
percent 

beyond 

provides 
request 

shall 

item have 
time to 

programs 

Public Resources 
the diversion 
extensions to 
no extensions 

PRC Section 
"(1) When 
recommendations 
(2) Nothing 
request for 
(3) If the 
reasons for 

The jurisdictions 
application requesting 
• implement 
• overcome 

implementing 
• expand or 

The second SB1066 
1066 application 
time to implement 

2. Basis for staffs 
Staff's analysis is based upon 

Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Preliminary Diversion Rates (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Jurisdiction Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day 
(ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non- 
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Blythe 1998 27 36 31 27 32** 7.11 21,250 48% 52% 
Fillmore 2003 ND ND ND ND 31*** 6.19 14,450 67% 33% 
Loma Linda 4-999 34 XS 33 3.5. 3.9* 5.37 4-9450 72% 28% 
Lemon Grove 1990 15 39 33 31 46 8.19 25,500 56% 44% 
Oceanside 1990 47 46 45 41 40 8.54 166,600 54% 46% 
Oroville 1995 35 41 43 44 44 10.5 13,300 58% 42% 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 3: approve the jurisdictions’ applications 
as submitted but also make recommendations for one or more jurisdictions to implement 
alternative programs that it believes should be added to the new Plan of Correction for it 
to be successful. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved 
the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; 
no extensions may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3)  If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The jurisdictions listed in this item have submitted a second SB1066 Time Extension 
application requesting more time to either: 
• implement additional programs, 
• overcome the barriers encountered during the first TE that kept them from 

implementing certain programs, or 
• expand or fully implement programs in their first Plan of Correction.   
 
The second SB1066 Time Extension applications address all of the requirements of a SB 
1066 application and each includes a discussion as to why the jurisdiction needs additional 
time to implement the diversion programs listed in their second Plan of Correction. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   
    Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 

  Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions  Preliminary Diversion Rates (Percent) 

Report Year Waste Stream Data 
Jurisdiction Base 

Year 
1999 2000 2001 2002 

 
2003 Pounds 

waste 
generated 
per person 
per day 
(ppd) 

Population 
(2002) 

Non-
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Blythe 1998 27 36 31 27 32** 7.11 21,250 48% 52% 
Fillmore 2003 ND ND ND ND 31*** 6.19 14,450 67% 33% 
Loma Linda 1999 30 38 35 35 39** 5.37 19,750 72% 28% 
Lemon Grove 1990 15 39 33 31 46 8.19 25,500 56% 44% 
Oceanside 1990 47 46 45 41 40 8.54 166,600 54% 46% 
Oroville 1995 35 41 43 44 44 10.5 13,300 58% 42% 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-7 (Revised) 
August 16-17, 2005 

* Per Gen Study 
** When the cities submitted their applications, only 2002 diversion rates were available. 
*** Fillmore's original application shows 32% diversion for 2003; however the application was submitted prior to 
fmalization of the new base year study review. 

Jurisdiction Program 
Review Site 
Visit by 
Board Staff 

Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 
(yes/no) 

Blythe  Interim Report
2005 Final Report 

23% 12/31/05 Yes 

Fillmore  Interim Report
2005 Final Report 

27.4% 12/31/05 Yes 

Loma Linda 
2003 

Intepim-Repert 
Final-Repert 

16% 12/31/05 Yea 

Lemon Grove  Interim Report
2004 Final Report 

4% 12/31/05 Yes 

Oceanside  Interim Report
2003 Final Report 

10.5% - 15.5% 12/31/05 Yes 

Oroville  Interim Report
2003 Final Report 

7% 12/31/05 Yes 

Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications: 

50% diversion requirement 
explanation as to why 
requirement; 

to expand or newly implement 
SB1066 Time Extension 

for the first extension; 
or newly proposed are 

Time Extension period, and 

a Plan of Correction that: 
expires; 

programs the City will 

programs. 

requirements. Board staff 
program implementation, 

understanding of the 
to their need for a second 
new Plans of Correction to be 
are explained in the 

Attachments 1 through 6 provide 
• The barriers faced 

within the first time 
additional time is necessary 

• Staffs analysis of 
• Diversion programs 

in the second Plan 
application), and their 

• Staffs analysis of 
appropriate, given 
the jurisdiction's waste 

Plan of Correction: 

an overview of the following: 
by each jurisdiction to meeting the 

extension, and the jurisdiction's 
for meeting the diversion 

the reasonableness of the request; 
the jurisdictions are proposing 

of Correction (Section W-A of the 
relationship to programs proposed 

whether the programs to be expanded 
the barriers confronted in the first 

stream. 

extension request must include 
50 percent before the time extension 

recycling, and composting 
and existing programs; 

50 percent will be achieved; 
for new and/or expanded 

Plan of Correction meets the above 
of each jurisdiction's current 

site visit. Based on Board staff's 
the jurisdictions that contributed 

the jurisdictions' proposed 
requests and staff's analyses 

1 through 6) for each jurisdiction. 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 time 
a. demonstrates meeting 
b. includes source reduction, 

implement and modify new 
c. identifies the date when 
d. identifies funding necessary 

Each jurisdiction's second 
has also conducted an assessment 
including a program review 
relevant circumstances in 
extension, Board staff believes 
reasonable. The jurisdictions' 
attachment matrix (Attachments 
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 * Per Gen Study 
** When the cities submitted their applications, only 2002 diversion rates were available. 
*** Fillmore’s original application shows 32% diversion for 2003; however the application was submitted prior to 
finalization of the new base year study review. 
 
      Jurisdiction          Program 

Review Site 
Visit by 
Board Staff 

 Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 
(yes/no) 

Blythe 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report  23% 12/31/05 Yes 

Fillmore 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report  27.4% 12/31/05 Yes 

Loma Linda 2003 Interim Report 
Final Report  16% 12/31/05 Yes 

Lemon Grove 2004 Interim Report 
Final Report  4% 12/31/05 Yes 

Oceanside 2003 Interim Report 
Final Report 10.5% - 15.5% 12/31/05 Yes 

Oroville 2003 Interim Report 
Final Report 7% 12/31/05 Yes 

 
Staff Analysis of Second SB 1066 Applications:  
Attachments 1 through 6 provide an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by each jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
within the first time extension, and the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why 
additional time is necessary for meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdictions are proposing to expand or newly implement 

in the second Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first extension; 

• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first Time Extension period, and 
the jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 
implement and modify new and existing programs; 
     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
Each jurisdiction’s second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff 
has also conducted an assessment of each jurisdiction’s current program implementation, 
including a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the 
relevant circumstances in the jurisdictions that contributed to their need for a second 
extension, Board staff believes the jurisdictions’ proposed new Plans of Correction to be 
reasonable.  The jurisdictions’ requests and staff’s analyses are explained in the 
attachment matrix (Attachments 1 through 6) for each jurisdiction. 
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In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. In addition to reporting their progress in their interim status 
report and a final report, staff recommends that these jurisdictions also be required to 
submit a final report at the end of their extensions. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extensions 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• Each jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• Each jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• Each jurisdiction has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it 

will meet the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: 
the programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of 
implementation, and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of each jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachments 13 through 18. Because of the jurisdictions' 
efforts to-date and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent 
diversion requirement as outlined in their respective second Plan of Correction, staff is 
recommending approval of their second SB1066 time extension applications. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement new and expand existing 
diversion programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and 
expanded programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdictions to achieve the 
diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
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In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  In addition to reporting their progress in their interim status 
report and a final report, staff recommends that these jurisdictions also be required to 
submit a final report at the end of their extensions. 
 
3.  Findings 

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extensions 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
 
• Each jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• Each jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• Each jurisdiction has submitted a second Plan of Correction demonstrating that it 

will meet the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: 
the programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of 
implementation, and the means of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of each jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachments 13 through 18.  Because of the jurisdictions’ 
efforts to-date and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent 
diversion requirement as outlined in their respective second Plan of Correction, staff is 
recommending approval of their second SB1066 time extension applications.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide.   
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing these jurisdictions more time to implement new and expand existing 
diversion programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and 
expanded programs have had on diversion will assist the jurisdictions to achieve the 
diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
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diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant these time extensions. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data - Demographics 
Jurisdiction % 

White 
% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

Blythe 42.0 45.8 8.0 0.9 1.3 0.2 0.1 
Fillmore 30.6 66.6 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.1 0.2 
Loma Linda 474 16.3 7,0 04 21.3 04 04 
Lemon Grove 48.2 28.5 11.5 0.7 5.6 0.8 0.3 
Oceanside 53.6 30.2 5.9 0.4 5.4 1.2 0.1 
Oroville 73.4 8.3 3.9 3.5 6.3 0.3 0.1 

2000 Census Data - Economic Data 
Jurisdiction Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals 

below poverty 
level 

Blythe 35,324 41,929 20.9 
Fillmore 45,510 53,820 13.2 
Loma Linda 38,201 4971-a0 
Lemon Grove Grove 39,823 48,658 13.7 
Oceanside 43,301 56,809 11.6 
Oroville 21,911 32,083 33.1 

* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional representatives, 
there are no environmental justice issues related to this item in these communities. 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. To increase participation in the 
new/expanding programs, the Cities will disseminate brochures in English and 
Spanish, to residents and businesses on the availability of these new diversion 
programs. 

• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the 
additional and facilities listed in this item will help to increase the jurisdictions' 
diversion rates. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdictions' efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

Page 7 (Revised)-5 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-7 (Revised) 
August 16-17, 2005 
 

 

 

Page 7 (Revised)-5 

diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant these time extensions. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   

 
2000 Census Data – Demographics 

Jurisdiction  % 
White 

% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

Blythe 42.0 45.8 8.0 0.9 1.3 0.2 0.1 
Fillmore 30.6 66.6 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.1 0.2 
Loma Linda 47.1 16.3 7.0 0.3 24.3 0.2 0.2 
Lemon Grove 48.2 28.5 11.5 0.7 5.6 0.8 0.3 
Oceanside 53.6 30.2 5.9 0.4 5.4 1.2 0.1 
Oroville 73.4 8.3 3.9 3.5 6.3 0.3 0.1 

 
2000 Census Data – Economic Data  

Jurisdiction Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals 
below poverty 
level 

Blythe 35,324 41,929 20.9 
Fillmore 45,510 53,820 13.2 
Loma Linda 38,204 49,130 15.1 
Lemon Grove 39,823 48,658 13.7 
Oceanside 43,301 56,809 11.6 
Oroville 21,911 32,083 33.1 

* Per household 
 

• Environmental Justice Issues.    According to the jurisdictional representatives, 
there are no environmental justice issues related to this item in these communities.   

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  To increase participation in the 
new/expanding programs, the Cities will disseminate brochures in English and 
Spanish, to residents and businesses on the availability of these new diversion 
programs.  

• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the 
additional and facilities listed in this item will help to increase the jurisdictions’ 
diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdictions’ efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Blythe 
2. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Fillmore 

of 3. Time Extension Matrix for the City Loma Linda 
4. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Lemon Grove 
5. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Oceanside 
6. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Oroville 
7. City of Blythe's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
8. City of Fillmore' s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
9. City Loma Linda's Second 1066 Time Extension Application of 
10. City of Lemon Grove's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
11. City of Oceanside's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
12. City of Oroville's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
13. Program Listing for Blythe 
14. Program Listing for Fillmore 
15. Program Listing for Loma Linda 
16. Program Listing for Lemon Grove 
17. Program Listing for Oceanside 
18. Program Listing for Oroville 
19. Resolution Number 2005-198 Revised 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Melissa Vargas Phone: (916) 341-6243 
B. Program Staff: Rebecca Brown Phone: (916) 341-6680 
C. Program Staff: Zane Poulson Phone: (916) 341-6265 
D. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
E. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Blythe, Fillmore, Loma Linda, Lemon Grove, Oceanside, and Oroville 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Blythe 
2. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Fillmore 
3. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Loma Linda 
4. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Lemon Grove 
5. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Oceanside 
6. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Oroville 
7. City of Blythe’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application  
8. City of Fillmore’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application  
9. City of Loma Linda’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
10. City of Lemon Grove’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
11. City of Oceanside’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
12. City of Oroville’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
13. Program Listing for Blythe 
14. Program Listing for Fillmore 
15. Program Listing for Loma Linda 
16. Program Listing for Lemon Grove 
17. Program Listing for Oceanside 
18. Program Listing for Oroville 
19. Resolution Number 2005-198 Revised 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Melissa Vargas                            Phone:  (916) 341-6243 
B.   Program Staff: Rebecca Brown      Phone:  (916) 341-6680 
C.   Program Staff: Zane Poulson      Phone:  (916) 341-6265 
D.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
E.  Administrative Staff:  N/A                 Phone:  N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Blythe, Fillmore, Loma Linda, Lemon Grove, Oceanside, and Oroville
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Blythe Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Material Recovery Facility (MRF): 
• Lack of viable markets for recyclable materials. 
• High transportation costs for distribution of 

recyclable materials. 
• Delays with the negotiation of a new franchise 

agreement to include the collection of recyclable 
materials. 

• Lack of fee structure to support recycling programs. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to continue with 

the construction and modification of a new material 
recovery facility located in Quartzsite, AZ in order 
to process multi and single stream recyclables. 

• The City will also continue to provide "intense" 
educational outreach to promote the City recycling 
programs. 

• Implementation of new fee structure to help provide 
the necessary outreach to educate residents on the 
City new recycling programs. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

MRF: 
Staff agrees with the City's approach to institute a 
MRF as another way to divert recyclable materials 
from the waste stream. With the increase in 
recoverable recyclable materials from the waste 
stream the City's franchise hauler will now be able 
to locate markets for the increased materials. In 
addition, the increase in volume of recyclable 
materials will also potentially offset the fuel costs 
for delivering recyclable materials to markets. 
It is essential that the City continue to provide 
educational outreach with the residential and 
commercial sectors to promote recycling. 
Staff agrees with the City's approach to continue to 

educate the community on the City recycling 
programs. 
Although the City and hauler worked in good faith 
to continue to develop recycling programs such as 
residential and a material recovery facility, the City 
was unable to move forward without finalizing their 
franchise agreement approved by the City's Council 
in August of 2004. Since that time, the City has 
moved forward, rapidly with the construction and 
implementation of their programs as outlined in 
their time extension application. Staff agrees with 
the City's necessity with finalizing a franchise 
agreement that incorporates recycling and diversion 
programs as a critical element with meeting the 
City's AB939 goals. 
Staff agrees with the City's inclusion of recycling 
fees in the City fee ordinance which was adopted by 
the City Council in August of 2004. This additional 
AB939 revenue will now enable the City to provide 
the necessary outreach to educate the community on 
the City new recycling programs. 

Barriers in Residential Curbside Collection 
• Lack of participation in the City's curbside 

collection program creating high contamination. 
• Lack of a material recovery facility for adequate 

sorting of multi and single stream recyclables. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to implement the 

new residential program to recover recyclable 
materials from the residential sector through the 
newly constructed MRF in Quartzsite, AZ. 

• This additional time is also needed to monitor the 

Residential Curbside Collection: 
• The City originally proposed a residential curbside 

collection program for the collection of commingled 
recyclables. The City delivered special 96 gallon 
containers to the residential sector. However, the 
City faced a high contamination rate. One of the 
ways the City has planned to overcome the 
contamination barrier of recyclable materials is 
through the construction and utilization of a new 
MRF. 

• Staff agrees that the City's approach to address the 
issue of contamination is feasible. 
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City of Blythe Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in  Material Recovery Facility (MRF): 
• Lack of viable markets for recyclable materials. 
• High transportation costs for distribution of 

recyclable materials.  
• Delays with the negotiation of a new franchise 

agreement to include the collection of recyclable 
materials.  

• Lack of fee structure to support recycling programs. 
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The City needs the additional time to continue with 

the construction and modification of a new material 
recovery facility located in Quartzsite, AZ in order 
to process multi and single stream recyclables.  

• The City will also continue to provide “intense” 
educational outreach to promote the City recycling 
programs.  

• Implementation of new fee structure to help provide 
the necessary outreach to educate residents on the 
City new recycling programs.  

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MRF: 
• Staff agrees with the City’s approach to institute a 

MRF as another way to divert recyclable materials 
from the waste stream.  With the increase in 
recoverable recyclable materials from the waste 
stream the City’s franchise hauler will now be able 
to locate markets for the increased materials. In 
addition, the increase in volume of recyclable 
materials will also potentially offset the fuel costs 
for delivering recyclable materials to markets.  

• It is essential that the City continue to provide 
educational outreach with the residential and 
commercial sectors to promote recycling.  

•  Staff agrees with the City’s approach to continue to 
educate the community on the City recycling 
programs. 

• Although the City and hauler worked in good faith 
to continue to develop recycling programs such as 
residential and a material recovery facility, the City 
was unable to move forward without finalizing their 
franchise agreement approved by the City’s Council 
in August of 2004. Since that time, the City has 
moved forward, rapidly with the construction and 
implementation of their programs as outlined in 
their time extension application. Staff agrees with 
the City’s necessity with finalizing a franchise 
agreement that incorporates recycling and diversion 
programs as a critical element with meeting the 
City’s AB939 goals.    

• Staff agrees with the City’s inclusion of recycling 
fees in the City fee ordinance which was adopted by 
the City Council in August of 2004. This additional 
AB939 revenue will now enable the City to provide 
the necessary outreach to educate the community on 
the City new recycling programs.   

 
 

Barriers in Residential Curbside Collection 
• Lack of participation in the City’s curbside 

collection program creating high contamination. 
• Lack of a material recovery facility for adequate 

sorting of multi and single stream recyclables. 
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to implement the 

new residential program to recover recyclable 
materials from the residential sector through the 
newly constructed MRF in Quartzsite, AZ.  

• This additional time is also needed to monitor the 

Residential Curbside Collection: 
• The City originally proposed a residential curbside 

collection program for the collection of commingled 
recyclables.  The City delivered special 96 gallon 
containers to the residential sector. However, the 
City faced a high contamination rate. One of the 
ways the City has planned to overcome the 
contamination barrier of recyclable materials is 
through the construction and utilization of a new 
MRF.  

• Staff agrees that the City’s approach to address the 
issue of contamination is feasible.  
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recovery rate and determine if any adjustments are 
needed to increase the recovery of recyclable 
materials. 

• The City also needs the additional time to continue 
to educate the residential sector on the City's 
recycling programs. 

With limited amounts of recyclable materials recovered 
through the City's curbside collection program, the 
City's selection of markets was also limited. However, 
staff agrees that with the increase of recoverable 
recyclable materials from the MRF, the City will now 
have the opportunity to collect and transport a larger 
volume of recyclable materials to markets. However, 
staff also agrees that it is vital for the success of the 
City's recycling programs that the City needs to 
continue to educate residents on the importance of 
recycling. 

Barriers in Commercial Collection program: 
• High contamination in commercial loads. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to continue to 

implement their new commercial program at the 
City's new MRF in Quartzsite AZ. 

• The City also needs the additional time to educate 
the commercial sector on the City's new 
commercial program. 

• In addition, the City needs the additional time to 
monitor the recovery rate of their commercial sector 
and determine if any adjustments are needed. 

Commercial: 
• The City faced a high contamination from 

businesses who have been unwilling to participate 
in the City's recycling program. The City has 
planned to overcome this barrier of non-
participation through the utilization of a newly 
constructed MRF. Staff agrees with the City's plan 
to increase recoverable recyclable materials through 
the City's new constructed MRF. In addition, staff 
also agrees with the City's approach to continue to 
educate the commercial sector on the City's 
recycling program. 

Barriers in Green waste program: 
• Lack of green waste diversion facility for the 

residential and commercial sectors that could 
effectively remove the green waste from the waste 
stream. 

• Lack of a grinding operation that can grind green 
and wood waste into mulch. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to install 

additional line to process remove the green waste 

Green waste: 
• The City originally proposed in their first time 

extension, distribution of carts for residents to put 
their green and wood waste into. However, the City 
re-examined the feasibility of distributing a third 
cart to residents when the volume of green waste 
and wood waste generated did not justify the 
financial expenditures required to fund an additional 
cart for green waste. The City decided that the most 
effective way to remove the green waste from the 
waste stream is to collect separately by front loader 

from the trash at the MRF. trucks and to take it to the MRF for processing. 
• The City also needs more time to site the grinder. through the MRF. Staff that the agrees although 

City's original proposal included the distribution of 
a third cart for green waste was not feasible, the 
City however, has included another way to remove 
green waste from the waste stream through the 
utilization of the City's new MRF. 

• Staff agrees with the City's proposal to site the 
grinding operation at the city's new MRF in 
Quartzite, AZ. 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition (C&D): 
• Lack of C&D processing facility in the City. 
• Reluctance of some contractors, subcontractors and 

clean up crews to recycle C&D debris. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

C&D: 
• Staff agrees with the City's plan to divert C&D 

material at their new processing facility in 
Quartzsite. It is absolutely essential that the City 
have the facilities to be able to process and divert 
materials otherwise sent to the landfill for disposal. 
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recovery rate and determine if any adjustments are 
needed to increase the recovery of recyclable 
materials.  

• The City also needs the additional time to continue 
to educate the residential sector on the City’s 
recycling programs.  

 

With limited amounts of recyclable materials recovered 
through the City’s curbside collection program, the 
City’s selection of markets was also limited. However, 
staff agrees that with the increase of recoverable 
recyclable materials from the MRF, the City will now 
have the opportunity to collect and transport a larger 
volume of recyclable materials to markets.  However, 
staff also agrees that it is vital for the success of the 
City’s recycling programs that the City needs to 
continue to educate residents on the importance of 
recycling.  
 

Barriers in Commercial Collection program: 
• High contamination in commercial loads. 
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to continue to 

implement their new commercial program at the 
City’s new MRF in Quartzsite AZ.  

• The City also needs the additional time to educate 
the commercial sector on the City’s new 
commercial program. 

• In addition, the City needs the additional time to 
monitor the recovery rate of their commercial sector 
and determine if any adjustments are needed.  

 
 

Commercial: 
• The City faced a high contamination from 

businesses who have been unwilling to participate 
in the City’s recycling program. The City has 
planned to overcome this barrier of non-
participation through the utilization of a newly 
constructed MRF. Staff agrees with the City’s plan 
to increase recoverable recyclable materials through 
the City’s new constructed MRF. In addition, staff 
also agrees with the City’s approach to continue to 
educate the commercial sector on the City’s 
recycling program. 

 

Barriers in Green waste program: 
• Lack of green waste diversion facility for the 

residential and commercial sectors that could 
effectively remove the green waste from the waste 
stream.  

• Lack of a grinding operation that can grind green 
and wood waste into mulch.  

  
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The City needs the additional time to install 

additional line to process remove the green waste 
from the trash at the MRF. 

• The City also needs more time to site the grinder.  
 

Green waste: 
• The City originally proposed in their first time 

extension, distribution of carts for residents to put 
their green and wood waste into.  However, the City 
re-examined the feasibility of distributing a third 
cart to residents when the volume of green waste 
and wood waste generated did not justify the 
financial expenditures required to fund an additional 
cart for green waste. The City decided that the most 
effective way to remove the green waste from the 
waste stream is to collect separately by front loader 
trucks and to take it to the MRF for processing. 
through the MRF. Staff agrees that although the 
City’s original proposal included the distribution of 
a third cart for green waste was not feasible, the 
City however, has included another way to remove 
green waste from the waste stream through the 
utilization of the City’s new MRF. 

 
• Staff agrees with the City’s proposal to site the 

grinding operation at the city’s new MRF in 
Quartzite, AZ.  

Barriers in Construction and Demolition (C&D): 
• Lack of C&D processing facility in the City. 
• Reluctance of some contractors, subcontractors and 

clean up crews to recycle C&D debris.  
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

C&D: 
• Staff agrees with the City’s plan to divert C&D 

material at their new processing facility in 
Quartzsite. It is absolutely essential that the City 
have the facilities to be able to process and divert 
materials otherwise sent to the landfill for disposal. 
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• 

• 

The City needs additional time to implement this 
program to develop specific guidelines for 
participation in the City's C&D program. 

Additional time is also needed to site a facility to 
process the C&D material generated from various 
projects. 

• 

• 

The City's franchise hauler is working with the City 
to ensure that contractors utilize the hauler for all 
construction and demolition debris on an informal 
basis, and until the City can formally implement 
their new C&D policy. Until the City adopts their 
new policy, the utilization of a new MRF to ensure 
that C&D recoverable materials are recycled is a 
viable approach. 
Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers associated with this program. 

Barriers in Food waste Composting Program 
• The City is in the process of investigating the 

opportunities to compost food waste. 

• The City has two State prisons in which there are 
the potential impacts from the disposal and 
diversion occurring at these institutions. Previously, 
these facilities have reported in their AB75 reports 
that they were diverting their food waste with their 
sludge and applying it onto agricultural fields. 
Subsequent site visits to the prisons have found that 
in fact these prisons have been stockpiling their 
sludge. This has resulted in a decrease in the prisons 
diversion rate. However, this has also opened up the 
opportunity for the prisons and the City to explore 
the potential of developing a partnership to address 
this area of their waste streams. CIWMB staff has 
been working with City and Prison officials to 
facilitate dialogue between the City and the prisons. 
The City has since expressed an interest with 
inviting the prisons and Riverside County officials 
to the City to hold discussions on ways they can 
work together to help meet their diversion goals 

Reasons for second time extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to coordinate a 

meeting with the prisons and Riverside County to 
discuss the barriers and potential resolution to 
meeting the City's AB939 goal and the State 
Prisons AB75 goal through the implementation of 
new programs, such as a joint food composting 
program. 

Food Composting program: 
• Staff agrees, that it is absolutely critical for the City 

and the prisons to work together in order to come to 
a resolution on how they can help each other 
address their diversion goals. One of these areas is 
how both the City and the State prisons can work 
together to maximize their food composting 
opportunities. 

Other reasons for second time extension: 

E-Waste Collection program 
• The City will be offering an e-waste collection 

program so that residents have the opportunity to 
recycle their e-waste items. 

Other programs: 
• The City is providing residents with an opportunity 

to recycle their old e-waste items through a 
recycling program offered by the City. Staff agrees 
that this program is a benefit for the City's, as it will 
divert material that would normally be potentially 
illegally dumped. 

Large Venue program: 
• Contamination of loads of material collected at 

large venue events. 
• Lack of waste reduction plans and programs at large 

venue events. 

• The City will be working with the hauler to 
implement programs that will specially address the 
recovery of recyclable materials at the City's large 
venue events such as the Colorado River County 
Fair, and the City of Blythe's Annual Street Fair. 
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• The City needs additional time to implement this 
program to develop specific guidelines for 
participation in the City’s C&D program. 

 
• Additional time is also needed to site a facility to 

process the C&D material generated from various 
projects.  

 
 
 
 

• The City’s franchise hauler is working with the City 
to ensure that contractors utilize the hauler for all 
construction and demolition debris on an informal 
basis, and until the City can formally implement 
their new C&D policy. Until the City adopts their 
new policy, the utilization of a new MRF to ensure 
that C&D recoverable materials are recycled is a 
viable approach. 

• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers associated with this program. 

 
Barriers in Food waste Composting Program 
• The City is in the process of investigating the 

opportunities to compost food waste.  
 

• The City has two State prisons in which there are 
the potential impacts from the disposal and 
diversion occurring at these institutions. Previously, 
these facilities have reported in their AB75 reports 
that they were diverting their food waste with their 
sludge and applying it onto agricultural fields. 
Subsequent site visits to the prisons have found that 
in fact these prisons have been stockpiling their 
sludge. This has resulted in a decrease in the prisons 
diversion rate. However, this has also opened up the 
opportunity for the prisons and the City to explore 
the potential of developing a partnership to address 
this area of their waste streams. CIWMB staff has 
been working with City and Prison officials to 
facilitate dialogue between the City and the prisons. 
The City has since expressed an interest with 
inviting the prisons and Riverside County officials 
to the City to hold discussions on ways they can 
work together to help meet their diversion goals 

Reasons for second time extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to coordinate a 

meeting with the prisons and Riverside County to 
discuss the barriers and potential resolution to 
meeting the City’s AB939 goal and the State 
Prisons AB75 goal through the implementation of 
new programs, such as a joint food composting 
program.  

 

Food Composting program: 
• Staff agrees, that it is absolutely critical for the City 

and the prisons to work together in order to come to 
a resolution on how they can help each other 
address their diversion goals. One of these areas is 
how both the City and the State prisons can work 
together to maximize their food composting 
opportunities. 

Other reasons for second time extension: 
 
E-Waste Collection program 
• The City will be offering an e-waste collection 

program so that residents have the opportunity to 
recycle their e-waste items.  

 

Other programs: 
• The City is providing residents with an opportunity 

to recycle their old e-waste items through a 
recycling program offered by the City. Staff agrees 
that this program is a benefit for the City’s, as it will 
divert material that would normally be potentially 
illegally dumped.    

Large Venue program: 
• Contamination of loads of material collected at 

large venue events.  
• Lack of waste reduction plans and programs at large 

venue events.  

• The City will be working with the hauler to 
implement programs that will specially address the 
recovery of recyclable materials at the City’s large 
venue events such as the Colorado River County 
Fair, and the City of Blythe’s Annual Street Fair.  
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• Lack of space for recycling containers. • Staff agrees with the City's approach to require 
recycling plans for programs that will specifically 
target the recovery of recyclable materials. 

• Staff also agrees that with the construction of the 
City's new MRF, the City will now have the 
opportunity to recover more recyclable materials 
generated from these large events. 

• Requiring recycling space for containers for all new 
building permits is vital to the success of the City's 
programs, thus staff aggress with the City's 
approach to address this issue through the City's 
permitting process. 

• School District Recycling 
Since the approval of the City's first time extension 
application, the City has since been working closely 
with the school district to implement a recycling 
program. 

• Staff agrees with the City's approach to include 
School Districts as another important sector for their 
recycling programs. It is important the City continue 
to work with the School district to maximize their 
recycling opportunities. Staff also encourages the 
City to work with the School District by providing 
outreach to the school children as another way of 
providing educational outreach on the City's new 
recycling programs. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

7000-FR-MRF Material Recovery Facility 
The material recovery facility will divert recyclables 
from the multi and single stream. 

This program is important because the 
City has been unsuccessful with 
implementing voluntary programs to 
source separate recyclables. A MRF will 
enable the City to separate recyclables 
from the waste stream and divert 
materials from the landfill. 

16% 

3000-CM-RCG Residential Greenwaste 
3020-CM-COG Commercial Greenwaste 
Grass clippings and other green waste will be 
collected at the curbside and taken to the MRF for 
further processing. Material collected will then be 
taken to the Blythe landfill for use as ADC or mulch. 
A grinder will be sited at the City's newly constructed 
MRF in Quartzsite AZ for grinding greenwaste. 

By adding a program to address the 
greenwaste diversion of the residential 
and commercial sector the City will be 
diverting another recyclable material 
otherwise disposed. Staff agrees that this 
will offer the City additional diversion 
opportunities. 

3.6% 
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• Lack of space for recycling containers. 
 
 

• Staff agrees with the City’s approach to require 
recycling plans for programs that will specifically 
target the recovery of recyclable materials.  

• Staff also agrees that with the construction of the 
City’s new MRF, the City will now have the 
opportunity to recover more recyclable materials 
generated from these large events.  

• Requiring recycling space for containers for all new 
building permits is vital to the success of the City’s 
programs, thus staff aggress with the City’s 
approach to address this issue through the City’s 
permitting process. 

• School District Recycling 
Since the approval of the City’s first time extension 
application, the City has since been working closely 
with the school district to implement a recycling 
program. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Staff agrees with the City’s approach to include 
School Districts as another important sector for their 
recycling programs. It is important the City continue 
to work with the School district to maximize their 
recycling opportunities. Staff also encourages the 
City to work with the School District by providing 
outreach to the school children as another way of 
providing educational outreach on the City’s new 
recycling programs. 

 
 
 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

7000-FR-MRF Material Recovery Facility 
The material recovery facility will divert recyclables 
from the multi and single stream.   

This program is important because the 
City has been unsuccessful with 
implementing voluntary programs to 
source separate recyclables. A MRF will 
enable the City to separate recyclables 
from the waste stream and divert 
materials from the landfill.  

16% 

3000-CM-RCG Residential Greenwaste 
3020-CM-COG Commercial Greenwaste 
Grass clippings and other green waste will be 
collected at the curbside and taken to the MRF for 
further processing.  Material collected will then be 
taken to the Blythe landfill for use as ADC or mulch. 
A grinder will be sited at the City’s newly constructed 
MRF in Quartzsite AZ for grinding greenwaste.  
 

By adding a program to address the 
greenwaste diversion of the residential 
and commercial sector the City will be 
diverting another recyclable material 
otherwise disposed. Staff agrees that this 
will offer the City additional diversion 
opportunities. 

3.6% 
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4060-SP-CDI Construction and Demolition 
The City will require source separation of asphalt and 
concrete construction and demolition debris by the 
franchise hauler and processed as base material, 
shoulder material and rip rap on City projects. 
Commingled materials such as wood waste and metals 
will be separated and wood waste processed. 

Staff agrees with the City's plans to 
require the use of the franchise hauler for 
all C&D projects. Especially since the 
material will be reused on City streets 
and projects for various uses. 

3.2% 

4100-SP-OTH Other Special Wastes 
The City will collect and process all e-waste at various 
collection events. 

Staff agrees with the City's approach to 
offer residents and businesses a way to 
recycle their e-waste. Especially since 
the City is remote from other larger 
markets that typically accept this 
material for recycling. 

0.3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 23.1 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 27% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.1% 

Support Programs 

to incorporate 
other recycled 
is one way to 

for products 
the City's 

to increase 
purchase more 

1030-SR-PMT Procurement 
The procurement program will be expanded to 
include the procurement of compost and recycled 
products through a pooled buying effort with other 
governmental entities. 

By expanding the City's goals and objectives 
the cooperative purchasing of compost and 
products with other governmental agencies 
effectively utilize a stronger purchasing power 
that contain recycled content. Staff agrees with 
plan to contact other governmental agencies 
their purchasing power so that the City can 
materials with recycled content. 

5020-ED-OUT Education Outreach 
The City will continue to expand its outreach 
program to target the diversion of residential and 
commercial recyclable materials. Intense education 
and public awareness activities will be used to 
promote the City's expanded recycling effort. 

It is absolutely essential that the City continue 
the residents and commercial businesses on 
of recycling, and not solely rely on the material 
facility as a means for diverting recyclable 
City needs to continue to outreach to their citizens 
educating the community and businesses on 

to educate 
the importance 

recovery 
materials. The 

the City's new 
stressing the 

Staff 
education" 

recycling. 

recycling programs and at the same time also 
importance of establishing community partnerships. 
agrees with the City's plan to conduct "intense 
and public awareness activities to promote 

6020-PI-ORD Policy/Ordinance 
Additional policy will be developed through the 
ordinances and code changes to regulate the diversion 
of C&D debris at construction sites. Alternative C&D 
recycling requirements will be used instead of the 
immediate adoption of a C&D Model Ordinance. 

By implementing specific requirements to utilize the 
franchise hauler for diverting C&D material from projects 
through changes to various City codes is one immediate 
way to ensure compliance that materials are being diverted 
from the landfill. The City needs to continue to work 
towards the implementation of an Ordinance, especially if 
there is development projects planned for the City, so that 
the City can be assured that the materials are being 
diverted. 
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4060-SP-CDI Construction and Demolition 
The City will require source separation of asphalt and 
concrete construction and demolition debris by the 
franchise hauler and processed as base material, 
shoulder material and rip rap on City projects. 
Commingled materials such as wood waste and metals 
will be separated and wood waste processed. 
 

Staff agrees with the City’s plans to 
require the use of the franchise hauler for 
all C&D projects. Especially since the 
material will be reused on City streets 
and projects for various uses.  

3.2% 

4100-SP-OTH Other Special Wastes 
The City will collect and process all e-waste at various 
collection events.  
 

Staff agrees with the City’s approach to 
offer residents and businesses a way to 
recycle their e-waste. Especially since 
the City is remote from other larger 
markets that typically accept this 
material for recycling.  

0.3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 23.1 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 27% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50.1% 

 
Support Programs  

1030-SR-PMT Procurement 
The procurement program will be expanded to 
include the procurement of compost and recycled 
products through a pooled buying effort with other 
governmental entities. 
 

By expanding the City’s goals and objectives to incorporate 
the cooperative purchasing of compost and other recycled 
products with other governmental agencies is one way to 
effectively utilize a stronger purchasing power for products 
that contain recycled content. Staff agrees with the City’s 
plan to contact other governmental agencies to increase 
their purchasing power so that the City can purchase more 
materials with recycled content. 

5020-ED-OUT Education Outreach 
The City will continue to expand its outreach 
program to target the diversion of residential and 
commercial recyclable materials. Intense education 
and public awareness activities will be used to 
promote the City’s expanded recycling effort. 

It is absolutely essential that the City continue to educate 
the residents and commercial businesses on the importance 
of recycling, and not solely rely on the material recovery 
facility as a means for diverting recyclable materials. The 
City needs to continue to outreach to their citizens 
educating the community and businesses on the City’s new 
recycling programs and at the same time also stressing the 
importance of establishing community partnerships. Staff 
agrees with the City’s plan to conduct “intense education” 
and public awareness activities to promote recycling.  

 6020-PI-ORD Policy/Ordinance 
Additional policy will be developed through the 
ordinances and code changes to regulate the diversion 
of C&D debris at construction sites. Alternative C&D 
recycling requirements will be used instead of the 
immediate adoption of a C&D Model Ordinance.  
 

By implementing specific requirements to utilize the 
franchise hauler for diverting C&D material from projects 
through changes to various City codes is one immediate 
way to ensure compliance that materials are being diverted 
from the landfill. The City needs to continue to work 
towards the implementation of an Ordinance, especially if 
there is development projects planned for the City, so that 
the City can be assured that the materials are being 
diverted. 
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2060-RC-GOV 
The City will work with the local State prison and 
CIWMB staff to further explore and capture their 
waste. 

One of the critical elements the City needs to pursue is the 
combined efforts of establishing a cooperative partnership 
with Riverside County and the local prisons in order to 
explore diversion opportunities, such as food waste 
program. Staff agrees with the City's approach to set up a 
meeting with all interested parties to begin discussion on 
exploring how cooperative relationships can be established 
to help each one of the parties reach their diversion goals. 
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2060-RC-GOV       
The City will work with the local State prison and         
CIWMB staff to further explore and capture their          
waste. 
 
 
 
 
  
 

One of the critical elements the City needs to pursue is the 
combined efforts of establishing a cooperative partnership  
with Riverside County and the local prisons in order  to          
explore diversion opportunities, such as food waste              
program.  Staff agrees with the City’s approach to set up a 
meeting with all interested parties to begin discussion on 
exploring how cooperative relationships can be established 
to help each one of the parties reach their diversion goals.       
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City of Fillmore's Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Recycling programs: 
• Negotiation of new contract parameters though 

begun in May of 2004 was not completed until 
November of 2004. New contract and its 
implementation will be completed in July of 2005. 
Contract review will be completed in September of 
2005. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

• The City is requesting a second time extension to 
provide (by its hauler) new, larger (96 gallon) 
barrels as needed and by request throughout the 
City. In addition, multi family units and large 
apartment complexes will receive additional levels 
of service to appropriately manage divertible waste 
streams to recycling. 

• The second time extension will also provide a time 
City to conduct field audits to measure the level of 
need. 

Residential Recycling programs: 
• Staff agrees expanding residential recycling services 

to the residents, especially to multifamily 
complexes will increase the diversion amount for 
the City. 

• Also, conducting field audits to survey the levels of 
need in the City is essential for successful 
implementation of the programs. 

• Staff agrees the selected outreach supporting 
program to promote the services to the residents will 
be an important piece for a successful 
implementation of these programs. 

• Since the new contract is not completed until July 
2005, staff concurs that the City needs to request a 
time extension to implement the new contract. 

Barriers Commercial on-site pick up program: 
• Negotiation of new contract parameters though 

begun in May of 2004 was not completed until 
November of 2004. New contract and its 
implementation will be completed in July of 2005. 
Contract review will be completed in September of 
2005. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City is requesting a second time extension to 

enable the hauler to implement the expanded 
services to commercial sector in the new contract. 

• Currently 35% of the City's commercial waste 
stream is processed. This is an increase from 3% 
with the initial extension. The new contract 
parameters with the City's franchise hauler will 
increase the waste stream processing to 55%. 

Commercial Recycling: 
• Since the non-residential sector generates 68% of 

the waste stream in the City, staff agrees targeting 
commercial waste stream for additional diversion is 
critical. 

• Staff agrees the selected outreach supporting 
program to promote the services to the businesses 
will be an important piece for a successful 
implementation of these programs. 

• Since the new contract is not completed until July 
2005, staff concurs that the City needs to request a 
time extension to implement the new contract. 

Barriers in Commercial self haul recycling program: 
• In 2000 the City instituted supporting legislation to 

require reporting from generators who hauls own 
materials. However, the subsequent coordination 
between divisions to require acceptable methods of 
reporting did not work. As a result, outreach to the 
generators, collection of accurate data, enforcement 
of non-compliance weren't fulfilled. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

Commercial self haul recycling program: 
• Staff agrees that thorough coordination between 

divisions is necessary to enforce the business 
license diversion report requirement. If all the 
generators understand clearly how to quantify and 
report the diversion tonnage, along with the City 
staff's assistance, the accuracy of diversion data will 
be enhanced. 

• The new system will be in place on July 1, 2005 so 
having six months for monitoring/evaluation period 
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• The City is requesting a second time extension to 
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• Also, conducting field audits to survey the levels of 
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implementation of the programs. 
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program to promote the services to the residents will 
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implementation of these programs. 

• Since the new contract is not completed until July 
2005, staff concurs that the City needs to request a 
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Barriers Commercial on-site pick up program: 
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begun in May of 2004 was not completed until 
November of 2004.  New contract and its 
implementation will be completed in July of 2005.  
Contract review will be completed in September of 
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Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City is requesting a second time extension to 

enable the hauler to implement the expanded 
services to commercial sector in the new contract. 

• Currently 35% of the City’s commercial waste 
stream is processed.  This is an increase from 3% 
with the initial extension.  The new contract 
parameters with the City’s franchise hauler will 
increase the waste stream processing to 55%. 

 

Commercial Recycling: 
• Since the non-residential sector generates 68% of 

the waste stream in the City, staff agrees targeting 
commercial waste stream for additional diversion is 
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• Staff agrees the selected outreach supporting 
program to promote the services to the businesses 
will be an important piece for a successful 
implementation of these programs. 

• Since the new contract is not completed until July 
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• In 2000 the City instituted supporting legislation to 

require reporting from generators who hauls own 
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Commercial self haul recycling program: 
• Staff agrees that thorough coordination between 

divisions is necessary to enforce the business 
license diversion report requirement. If all the 
generators understand clearly how to quantify and 
report the diversion tonnage, along with the City 
staff’s assistance, the accuracy of diversion data will 
be enhanced. 

• The new system will be in place on July 1, 2005 so 
having six months for monitoring/evaluation period 
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• The City is requesting a second time extension 
because new organizational systems, data systems, 
personnel and coordination are now being 
coordinated for the business licensing cycle, which 
begins July 1, 2005. 

• The City will monitor and evaluate, if necessary 
modify, the program during July to December for a 
successful implementation of the program. 

is critical for a successful implementation. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000 RC CRB 
The franchise hauler will provide new, larger (96 
gallon) barrels as needed and by request throughout 
the City. In addition, multi family units and large 
apartment complexes will receive additional levels of 
service to appropriately manage divertible waste 
streams to recycling. Field audits will measure the 
level of need. 

This program is important since the City 
just completed a new franchise 
agreement, which requires the hauler to 
expand its residential recycling services 
throughout the City. It is important to 
conduct field audits to measure the level 
of the need in each sector to determine 
what kind of outreach program will be 
needed. 

4% 

2030 RC OSP 
The new contract requires the hauler to expand the 
commercial on-site pick up. The hauler will be 
required to process at least 55% of non-residential 
waste stream. 

Since the non-residential sector generates 
68% of the waste stream in the City, 
expanding commercial on-site pick up is 
critical for the success of the City's 
diversion programs. 

4.4% 

2040 RC-SFH 
Three large companies in the City are diverting the 
waste material on their own. Current levels of 
reported diversion are expected to increase by 750 
tons with the improvement of reporting with these 
diversion activities. Business Licensing requires 
accurate reporting. New business licensing cycles 
will be completed by July 2005 with reporting 
requirements coordinated between divisions. 

Since the City already has a requirement 
for each business to report accurate 
diversion activities, installing a new 
system to improve the program is very 
important for the City to compile 
accurate diversion data. 

5% 

4060 SP CAR 
As part of approvals for any Construction and 
Demolition projects in the City, planning and 
diversion reporting specific to each unit (there will be 
300 units) will be required. Approx. 2100 tons of 
C&D material is expected to be recycled. 

Staff agrees that since the City is 
expected to have so many projects in the 
City, it is essential to require each 
developer to provide accurate diversion 
reporting. 

14% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 27.4 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 32.0 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 59.4 % 
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• The City is requesting a second time extension 
because new organizational systems, data systems, 
personnel and coordination are now being 
coordinated for the business licensing cycle, which 
begins July 1, 2005.  

• The City will monitor and evaluate, if necessary 
modify, the program during July to December for a 
successful implementation of the program.  

is critical for a successful implementation. 
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critical for the success of the City’s 
diversion programs. 
 

4.4% 

2040 RC-SFH 
Three large companies in the City are diverting the 
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tons with the improvement of reporting with these 
diversion activities.  Business Licensing requires 
accurate reporting.  New business licensing cycles 
will be completed by July 2005 with reporting 
requirements coordinated between divisions. 
 

Since the City already has a requirement 
for each business to report accurate 
diversion activities, installing a new 
system to improve the program is very 
important for the City to compile 
accurate diversion data. 

5% 

4060 SP CAR 
As part of approvals for any Construction and 
Demolition projects in the City, planning and 
diversion reporting specific to each unit (there will be 
300 units) will be required.  Approx. 2100 tons of 
C&D material is expected to be recycled. 
 

Staff agrees that since the City is 
expected to have so many projects in the 
City, it is essential to require each 
developer to provide accurate diversion 
reporting. 

14% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 27.4 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 32.0 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  59.4 % 

 
 
 
 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2 

Support Programs 

5020 Outreach 
Expand bilingual public education to support all 
resource recovery, recycling and waste diversion 
programs. Using Newsletters, City web page, City 
published calendar, franchise hauler newsletter, local 
press, and local public television along with regional 
advertising partnerships; each program will be 
specifically provided in both English and Spanish. 

Outreach is a critical component to the success of the City's 
program implementation. Outreach will ensure that 
education materials are reaching all potential participants to 
maximize waste diversion. 

6030 Procurement Policy 
The City will implement a procurement policy for all 
City offices to purchase recycled content products. 

Passing a formal policy for the practice of purchasing 
recycled content products should increase the amount of 
recycled content products purchased by the City. It closes 
the loop for the City's recycling programs, and creates a 
positive model for the public. 

New Base Year 
The City has submitted 2003 new base year to the 
Board. 

This new base year is needed to update the 1990 base year 
that they currently are utilizing. This will help the City 
more accurately assess all of the diversion programs 
occurring within the City to help better focus diversion 
efforts. 

6010 Ordinance 
The City requires all parcels to assess and manage 
waste stream with maximized recycling required. The 
City will institute an enhanced system for better data 
collection and enforcement. 

The ordinance requiring all the generators to divert their 
waste is a proactive approach, and the enhancement of the 
system will serve the City better and accurate data 
collection. 

Interdivision coordination 
The City will institutionalize the coordination 
between all divisions having regulatory authority of 
waste streams. (Engineering, planning, building and 
safety, solid waste and administration) 

Whatever citywide policies the City adopts for the waste 
management, coordination between all divisions is an 
essential part of the success of the program implementation. 
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that they currently are utilizing.  This will help the City 
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The City requires all parcels to assess and manage 
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City will institute an enhanced system for better data 
collection and enforcement.  

The ordinance requiring all the generators to divert their 
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collection. 
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Whatever citywide policies the City adopts for the waste 
management, coordination between all divisions is an 
essential part of the success of the program implementation. 
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City-ef-Lema-Linda-Seeend-Time-Extensien-Applieatien-Matrix 

Barriersilleason-for-Second--Time-Extension Staffs-Analysis 

Bar-FieFs-in-Commer-c-ial-On-site-Piekupl 
0- During the first time the City based its. extension, 

Commer-cial-On-site-Riekup 
0- 

antieipated-diver-sien-estimate-from-a-dfy-routoon makes_wn_pereent_ef_thecityls_waste_gefteratien  

the-promise-that-it-would-ibolude4he-top-five it is important for the City to increase expand and 
gerter-ateleweNvkb'frthe-time-the-Git'frwas thosodiver-sion-effoft-s, 

• to the dry those ready start pilot route generators. 
had-alrombf initiated4heic-own-internal-diversion 

During-the-fir-st-44ffie-extensioni4he-City-faced-seme 
ehallenges-in4he-implementation-ef-the-c-ommer-eial 

the-Gity-not-r-ealizing-the-expeeted-rostilts-from4hat 
seetor--progranls-and-in-paftner-ship-with-the-hauler 

route. 
in Board City and consultation with staff, the 

• As the first time the City tho part of extension, and 
assessed-its-initial-effefts-and-began-te-medify-these 
efforts to overcome the barriers. 

• bauler--ibibated-a-reeyelibg-eampaign-to-target-tbe Staff--agrees-that-the-seeend-time-extensien-allews 

not-rospend-faver-ably-to-addifig-a-roeyeling-setwise, 
the-Gity-aft-oppertabity-to-eontzinue-to-build-on-it-s 

The-Gity-alse-oonducted  fl-400-r-esyeling-soweys-te 
iflitiaeffertsTfellow--up-erl-the-surve'fr fesigt-s-and 

deteffoine-the-type-ef-r-esyslifig-effeft-that-would-be 
develop-improved-oellestzien-methods-in4he 
commer-oial-sector, 

most-effieient-and-aseeptable-to-eaela-businessAn 
February 2003, the City the compiled survey 
responses-and-provided4he-hauler-4hosurvey 
information. In May through October 2003, the 

and contacted hauler the City the businesses that 
interest in to expressed an recycling offer recycling 

setwiess, 

• The-Gity-would-like-time-to-oonsider--other--waste 
diver-sioia-str-at-egies-sueh-as-seur-oe-separ-ation-fzrom 
oommer-oial-gener-ater-s, 

• Time is for the City to follow the needed up on 
the to results of survey with commercial sector 

increase their in to participation on site pick up, and 
modify-the-dfy-routes, 

Bar-Fier-S-in-Multifami*Reeyelingf Multifamily-Reeyelingt 
of a number of • The targeted multifamily recycling plan multi 

family 25 complexes of units or more, of which 
• The City Loma Linda has large 

multif-amily-dwel1ings-and-Staffogrees-that-the-Gity 
ther-e-wer-e40,-12hose40-wer-e-oontaeted-and-only needs-mor-e-time4o-make-evePf -reasonable-Weft-to 
ene-requested-reeyeling-raelwieesTwith-the-result-that iner-easodiver-sioia-fzrom-as-many-of-tbose-oomplexes 
the-Gity-did-not-meet-their--expeeted-goal, as-possible, 

Reasens-fer-Seeend-Time-Extensionl 
• Te--overeeme-this-problem,4he-Cind--the-hauler 

have-initiated-a-new-joint-c-ampaign-te-inerease 
in the The City recycling multifamily sector. needs 

time-to-fully-implement-the-soufee-separ-ated 
celleetzien-program, 

Baffiers-in-CommeFelal-On-site-GFeenwaste-Piekupf Gemmer-eial-On-site-GFeenwaste-Riekupt 
• Staff that this is from • During the first time the City to extension, planned 

Werk-with-hema-Linda-Univemity-te-detenmifie-the 
agrees a reasonable request 

the City. The City during the first was optimistic 
time-extension-that-homa-Linda-Univer-sity-and 

using-gfeenwaste-and-food-ser-aps-as-feefIsteek-,-The 
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City of Loma Linda Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis

Barriers in  Commercial On-site Pickup: 
• During the first time extension, the City based its 

anticipated diversion estimate from a dry route on 
the premise that it would include the top five 
generators.  However, by the time the City was 
ready to start the pilot dry route those generators 
had already initiated their own internal diversion 
programs and chose not to participate, resulting in 
the City not realizing the expected results from that 
route. 

• As part of the first time extension, the City and the 
hauler initiated a recycling campaign to target the 
business sector, however, the business owners did 
not respond favorably to adding a recycling service. 
The City also conducted 400 recycling surveys to 
determine the type of recycling effort that would be 
most efficient and acceptable to each business.  In 
February 2003, the City compiled the survey 
responses and provided the hauler the survey 
information.  In May through October 2003, the 
hauler and the City contacted the businesses that 
expressed an interest in recycling to offer recycling 
services. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The City would like time to consider other waste 

diversion strategies such as source separation from 
commercial generators. 

• Time is needed for the City to follow up on the 
results of the survey with commercial sector to 
increase their participation in on-site pick up, and to 
modify the dry routes. 

Commercial On-site Pickup 
• Staff concurs that because the non-residential sector 

makes up 72 percent of the City’s waste generation 
it is important for the City to expand and increase 
those diversion efforts.  

• During the first time extension, the City faced some 
challenges in the implementation of the commercial 
sector programs and in partnership with the hauler 
and in consultation with Board staff, the City 
assessed its initial efforts and began to modify those 
efforts to overcome the barriers.  

• Staff agrees that the second time extension allows 
the City an opportunity to continue to build on its 
initial efforts, follow-up on the survey results and 
develop improved collection methods in the 
commercial sector. 

 

Barriers in Multifamily Recycling: 
• The multifamily recycling plan targeted multi-

family complexes of 25 units or more, of which 
there were 20. Those 20 were contacted and only 
one requested recycling services, with the result that 
the City did not meet their expected goal. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• To overcome this problem, the City and the hauler 

have initiated a new joint campaign to increase 
recycling in the multifamily sector. The City needs 
time to fully implement the source-separated 
collection program. 

Multifamily Recycling: 
• The City of Loma Linda has a large number of 

multifamily dwellings and Staff agrees that the City 
needs more time to make every reasonable effort to 
increase diversion from as many of those complexes 
as possible.  
 

 
 

Barriers in Commercial On-site Greenwaste Pickup: 
• During the first time extension, the City planned to 

work with Loma Linda University to determine the 
feasibility of and to conduct a composting program, 
using greenwaste and food scraps as feedstock. The 

Commercial On-site Greenwaste Pickup: 
• Staff agrees that this is a reasonable request from 

the City. The City was optimistic during the first 
time extension that Loma Linda University and 
Medical Center would be able to start a food and 
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majm-ebstaele-te-implementing-this-eemposting gmeriwaste-eemposting-pregramBeeause-ef 
pregram-was-the-added-eest-te4he-Medieal-Center, financial that didn't happen. However, constraints, 
Funding-was-net-fetind-and-the-pregram-was-net the-Citzy-new-laas-laeen-able-te-put-tegether-a 

Reasens-fer-Seeend-Time-Extensionl 

implemented, Geordinated-effer1-ameng-cl-vaFie#fref-gener-ates3 

• 

• 

needs additional time to a 
diversien-ef-foed-and-gTeenwaste-and-needs-this 
time4e-eamy-ent-the-program-and-te-find-a The City implement food 

in the for the processor area collected organics. waste-eemposting-program-fer-foed-waste/green 
waste-with-leeal-suPeRmarketsTrestattrafits-and-the 
Veterans-Administratien,Hespital,They-alse-need 

these materials: 
Because the South Coast Air of Quality 
Management-Distriet-(AQM139-new-mles-fer 
Emissieri-Reduetien-frem-C-emposting-and-Related 
Operations, the City is facing fmding a challenge a 

facility in to the City to chipping close proximity 
take-the-materials-frem-the-new-erganies-pregram, 
The-Gity-needs-additienal-time-te-Cmd-a-new 

for these processor materials. 
Baffiers-in-Construetien-and-Demelition-(C-86D) 

• 
Gonstruetion-and-Demelition÷ 

• 

• 

The-City-antieipated4hat-C-&-D-would-aehieve Staff City 
15% diversion during its first time approximately reassess-the-expeeted-growth-in-c-enstmetion-and 

The City C&D the City extension. adopted a policy development in the City the diversion and potential 
that be from their C&D has-net-real4ed-any-signifleant-diversien-beeause-it can realized program. 

has-net-experieneed-signifieantifewtli-aetivity-in Though Loma Linda can expect some construction, 
the-City-is-net-eirperieneing-the-large-inerease-in 

semmunity-rehabilitatien-prejeets, pepulatien-and-eenstruetien4hat-mest-ef-the-ether 
gased-m-eufrent-buikting-permit-applieatiers,4he communities in the County are facing and the City's 

petential-fer-large-quantities-ef-dWersieri-frem-G&13 Gity-dees-net-feresee-a-substantial-inerease-in-new 
eran244e.expected,  

pre-jeets-and-estimates-that-diversien-will-lae 
signifinantly-less-than-eriginalPf estimated-(less-than 
22/07  

Reasens-fer-Seeend-Time-Extensionl 
• The-Gity-needs-time-te-revise-the-pregram-based-en 

mere-realistie-assessmeMs-frem-C-&-D-,generatien, 

• 
Self-hauk 

The-Gity-eendueted-a-review-ef-waste-disposed-at .- 
Self-Hauk 

The-Cenrity-stafted-its-new-pregram-fer-manual 
landfills-in-San-Bernardine-Cetinty-and-fetind-that-in 
2003, 11% the to nearly of waste was attributed inerts) its landfills cardboard, and at with a pilot 
"cash" The City the accounts. contacted several of the Victor Valley Landfill in April 2005. 
known "cash" to determine the accounts origin of 

program at 
The-pilet-pregram-will-lae-assessed-after-three 

their learned that, in the waste and most cases, monthsTaditistments-made-and-then-theiffegram 
waste-originated-from-areas-entside-the-City4imits, will-be-relled-ent-te4he-other-Ceunty-owned 
The-Cityrequested-these-generaters-te-eease landfills-throughent-2005,-This-program-will 
reperting-te4he-landfill-that-waste-ffiginated-from 
the City. 

directly help the City in its diversion meeting goals. 
Staff-agrees-that-laeeause-ef-the-time-line-fer-the 

Reasens-fer-Seeend-Time-Extensionl 

Getifityls_pregram34hecity_aise_fieeds_edditieng  

time to the to its haul. see results self 
• 

generagy_eerrelates_te_waste.dispesedeg_ 
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major obstacle to implementing this composting 
program was the added cost to the Medical Center.  
Funding was not found and the program was not 
implemented.  

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs additional time to implement a food 

waste composting program for food waste/green 
waste with local supermarkets, restaurants and the 
Veterans Administration. Hospital. They also need 
time to establish a cost-effective collection route for 
those materials. 

• Because of the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (AQMD) new rules for 
Emission Reduction from Composting and Related 
Operations, the City is facing a challenge finding a 
properly permitted composting, mulching, or 
chipping facility in close proximity to the City to 
take the materials from the new organics program. 
The City needs additional time to find a new 
processor for these materials.  

greenwaste composting program.  Because of 
financial constraints, that didn’t happen.  However, 
the City now has been able to put together a 
coordinated effort among a variety of generators, 
including the University and Medical Center, for the 
diversion of food and greenwaste and needs this 
time to carry out  the program and to find a 
processor in the area for the collected organics 

 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition (C&D) 
• The City anticipated that C& D would achieve 

approximately 15% diversion during its first time 
extension.  The City adopted a C&D policy the City 
has not realized any significant diversion because it 
has not experienced significant growth activity in 
new building start-ups, renovations, demolition, or 
community rehabilitation projects. 

• Based on current building permit applications, the 
City does not foresee a substantial increase in new 
building construction, renovations or demolition 
projects and estimates that diversion will be 
significantly less than originally estimated (less than 
2%). 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City needs time to revise the program based on 

more realistic assessments from C&D generation. 

Construction and Demolition: 
• Staff agrees that the City needs additional time to 

reassess the expected growth in construction and 
development in the City and the potential diversion 
that can be realized from their C&D program.  
Though Loma Linda can expect some construction, 
the City is not experiencing the large increase in 
population and construction that most of the other 
communities in the County are facing and the City’s 
potential for large quantities of diversion from C&D 
can’t be expected.  
  

Self-haul: 
• The City conducted a review of waste disposed at 

landfills in San Bernardino County and found that in 
2003, nearly 14% of the waste was attributed to 
“cash” accounts.  The City contacted several of the 
known “cash” accounts to determine the origin of 
their waste and learned that, in most cases, the 
waste originated from areas outside the City limits.  
The City requested those generators to cease 
reporting to the landfill that waste originated from 
the City. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• Because waste associated with cash accounts 

generally correlates to waste disposed by “self- 
haulers”, the City will encourage and promote the 

Self Haul: 
• The County started its new program for manual 

sorting of C&D material (targeting wood, gypsum, 
cardboard, and inerts) at its landfills with a pilot 
program at the Victor Valley Landfill in April 2005. 
The pilot program will be assessed after three 
months, adjustments made and then the program 
will be rolled out to the other County-owned 
landfills throughout 2005.  This program will 
directly help the City in meeting its diversion goals.  
Staff agrees that because of the time-line for the 
County’s program, the City also needs additional 
time to see the results to its self-haul. 
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County’s efforts to establish a recyclable recovery 
program at San Timoteo County Landfill and will 
need time to see the results of the County’s efforts 
from those programs. 

 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion

2030-RC-OS Commercial On-site Pickup: 
The City will: 
• establish a paper and high fiber collection route 

with the hauler for small medical offices and 
other small professional offices that are located in 
commercial office building complexes. 

• develop and implement a comprehensive strategy 
to achieve a successful commercial recycling 
program incorporating on-site pickup, education 
and outreach;  

• hire a recycling specialist to work with the hauler 
to contact each building complex property, 
management company and multifamily complex 
property owner and manager to develop site 
specific recycling plan for tenants;  

• hire a Consultant to review the waste hauler’s 
existing routes to ensure they are economically 
efficient routes to maximize waste and recycling 
collection.   

• direct the Consultant to assist the hauler in the 
design and establishment of a wet/dry route for 
businesses that choose not to participate the 
source separated recycling program. 

This program is very important because 
the non-residential sector generates 72% 
of the waste stream and expanding 
commercial on-site pick up is critical for 
the success of the City’s diversion 
programs.  Having additional staff 
dedicated to this program indicates the 
City’s commitment to these efforts and 
helps to ensure improved diversion. 
 

4%

3020-CM-COG Commercial On-site Greenwaste: 
• The City will facilitate the collaboration among 

supermarkets, restaurants, the Loma Linda 
Medical Center Nutritional Services, Loma Linda 
University and the Veterans Administration 
Hospital to establish a joint green waste/ food-
composting collection route. 

By expanding the collection and 
diversion of greenwaste and 
incorporating food waste diversion to the 
program, Staff concurs that this will 
provide the City with increased 
diversion.

1%

8000-TR-WTE Waste-to-Energy Transformation: 
• In 2003, the City established a transformation 

route and needs time to plan an expanded route.   

Staff agrees that transformation will 
result in increased diversion. 

10%

4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble: 
• The City anticipates several new construction 

projects in the upcoming years.  In response, the 
City will continue to actively enforce its C&D 
policy to ensure that construction and demolition 
wastes are recycled to the maximum extent 
possible; provide technical assistance to private 
contractors and builders to establish recycling 
plans;  and to implement recycling at construction 
and demolition sites. 

Staff agrees with the City’s efforts to 
continue to implement C&D diversion, to 
review the City’s expected growth and 
needs, and to adjust and improve its 
program in order to meet those needs in 
the future.  

1%

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 16 %
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The City will: 
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Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 35%

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 51%

Support Programs Staff Analysis

5000-ED-ELC Electronic Education:  
The City will: 
• provide a printable version of the recycling guides for 

the residential, multi-family, commercial sectors, and 
the construction and demolition guide and reporting 
form on the City’s web site.  

• develop a commercial and residential recycling 
commercial to run on the local cable channel. 

• Staff agrees that a variety of educational outreach 
methods is critical to the success of the City’s 
programs. By educating businesses and the 
residential sector about the City’s programs, the 
City ensures that a necessary step has been taken 
to maximize participation and improve diversion. 

 

5010-ED-PRN Print Education: 
The City will: 
• provide printed information about backyard 

composting, grasscycling, business recycling, multi-
family recycling, construction and demolition 
recycling and material reuse;  

• submit articles about business recycling to the Loma 
Linda Chamber Newsletter.   

• Providing the recycling guides on the City’s web 
site in printable versions is a good example of 
educational outreach and source reduction.  The 
materials will only be printed if the users need the 
information in that format.  Staff agrees that the 
local cable channel is a good resource for 
promoting the diversion programs to residents and 
businesses. 

5020-ED-OUT Educational Outreach: 
The City will:  
• continue to work with the Chamber of Commerce and 

local Service organizations; 
• provide a City-sponsored speakers program to 

promote waste reduction and recycling through 
workshops and speaking engagements at Chamber of 
Commerce events and service clubs.  

• initiate a business assistance program to provide on-
site business waste reduction and recycling program 
implementation assistance, including identification of 
markets for hard to recycle materials and onsite 
recycling education and outreach.   

• Good educational outreach programs use a variety 
of media to try to reach the targeted audience.  
Using printed materials about the specific 
programs and submitting articles to the local 
Chamber newsletter is another important 
component of a good educational plan. 

 
• Speaking to members of the public is another good 

method for educating the residents and business 
people about the City’s diversion programs and 
helps create a well-rounded educational plan.  

6020- PI-ORD Ordinance: 
• The city will evaluate the results of the voluntary 

recycling program for multifamily dwellings and 
research successful mandatory recycling programs 
implemented in other jurisdictions similar in size and 
demographics with that of the City.  The City will 
strongly consider instituting a mandatory recycling 
ordinance for multifamily recycling should the 
voluntary participation prove to be unsatisfactory. 

• Staff agrees that considering an ordinance for 
multifamily units if voluntary participation does 
not prove effective is reasonable, given the history 
of past attempts at a voluntary program, and the 
high number of multi-family units in the City. 

 
6030-PI-OTH Policy Initiative Other: 
• The City will require new commercial construction 

projects to incorporate recycling enclosures into the 
projects and will require commercial remodel projects 
to include recycling.  

 
• Staff supports the decision of the City to require 

enclosures that will provide sufficient space for 
both trash and recycling containers.  This 
overcomes a common barrier to adding diversion 
programs in the commercial sector and will 
facilitate improved collection and diversion. 
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efforts-to-estalalisla-a-reoyelables-reeevetypregram-at use-and-that-they-will-utilize-the-Eliversien 
San Timeteo County Landfill. This in the City's opportunities. will assist efforts 

to-Eleerease-dispesataff-agrees-that-the-bafrier 
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7010-FR-LAN Landfill Recovery 
• The City will encourage and promote the County’s 

efforts to establish a recyclables recovery program at 
San Timeteo County Landfill. 

• It is hoped that both residential and commercial 
self-haulers will find the County’s program easy to 
use and that they will utilize the diversion 
opportunities.  This will assist in the City’s efforts 
to decrease disposal.  Staff agrees that the barrier 
to diverting more of the City’s self-haul will be 
minimized with the County’s landfill diversion 
program targeting self-hauled waste. 
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City of Lemon Grove's Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Curbside programs: 
• Scavenging in the residential sector has discouraged 

some residents from participating in the curbside 
recycling program. 

• The City has a successful single-family recycling 
program. However, the City believes that residents 
can recycle more with some additional effort and 
education. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City recently switched to a commingled system 

using 64 gallon carts. The City will encourage 
residents that are currently not recycling to 
participate in the curbside recycling program and 
promote that commingled carts generally reduce 
scavenging. 

• The City will work with residents to promote 
recycling materials that should be placed in the 
commingled recycling bins while also working with 
residents to reduce contamination. Outreach tags 
will be placed on trash carts in selected areas to 
remind residents about how simple it is to recycle 
and how they can reduce their waste. 

Residential Curbside: 
• Improving the City's residential curbside recycling 

program should have a measurable effect on the 
City's diversion rate because the City is a bedroom 
community with a large portion of their waste 
coming from single-family residencies. 

• Board staff agrees that although the City observed 
an increase in single-family City changed to a 
commingled 64 gallon cart recycling system the 
City can further increase the amount of single-
family recycling through more aggressive education 
and outreach programs 

• Ongoing and active education and outreach 
programs have proven to be an important part of the 
most successful single-family recycling programs. 

Barriers in Multi-family Recycling program: 
• The split bins (fibers and containers) system at some 

of the multi-family complexes has not been as 
effective as the City would like. 

• Several complexes have historically resisted 
participating due to cost and space constraints. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City is converting from split bins to 

commingled bins or carts at multi-family 
complexes. 

• The City and their franchised hauler are promoting 
the use of DOC funds to help set up and offset the 
cost of recyclable material collection to give the 
complexes time to reduce the number of waste bins 
and offset the cost of the recycling bins. 

Multi-family Recycling: 
• Because the City has some large apartment 

complexes and condominium complexes where 
there is a potential for adding an on-site recycling 
program, Board staff agrees that multi-family 
recycling and outreach efforts can result in an 
increase in the City's diversion rate. 

• By fmding funds to support the program for the first 
few months more multi-family complexes are likely 
to participate in the program than if they had to pay 
the additional cost of the recycling bin at the start of 
the program. 

Barriers in Commercial On-site Collection: 
• Fifty percent of the City's businesses have 3 cubic 

yard bins collected only once per week. They don't 
generate enough material to justify the cost of a 
recycling bin. 

• Many of the small businesses have space constraints 
that make it difficult to add recycling bins. 

• At some of the strip malls recycling bins are not 
placed in areas that are convenient for employees to 

Commercial On-site Collection: 
• Most of the businesses in the City are smaller 

businesses, with most of the larger waste customers 
consisting of several strip malls located within the 
City. 

• Board staff agrees that because of turnover in 
property owners, employers, and employees at 
many of the businesses located within the City, the 
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City of Lemon Grove’s Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Curbside programs: 
• Scavenging in the residential sector has discouraged 

some residents from participating in the curbside 
recycling program. 

• The City has a successful single-family recycling 
program. However, the City believes that residents 
can recycle more with some additional effort and 
education. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The City recently switched to a commingled system 

using 64 gallon carts. The City will encourage 
residents that are currently not recycling to 
participate in the curbside recycling program and 
promote that commingled carts generally reduce 
scavenging. 

• The City will work with residents to promote 
recycling materials that should be placed in the 
commingled recycling bins while also working with 
residents to reduce contamination. Outreach tags 
will be placed on trash carts in selected areas to 
remind residents about how simple it is to recycle 
and how they can reduce their waste. 

Residential Curbside: 
• Improving the City’s residential curbside recycling 

program should have a measurable effect on the 
City’s diversion rate because the City is a bedroom 
community with a large portion of their waste 
coming from single-family residencies.  

 
• Board staff agrees that although the City observed 

an increase in single-family City changed to a 
commingled 64 gallon cart recycling system the 
City can further increase the amount of single-
family recycling through more aggressive education 
and outreach programs  

 
• Ongoing and active education and outreach 

programs have proven to be an important part of the 
most successful single-family recycling programs. 

 

Barriers in Multi-family Recycling program: 
• The split bins (fibers and containers) system at some 

of the multi-family complexes has not been as 
effective as the City would like. 

• Several complexes have historically resisted 
participating due to cost and space constraints. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The City is converting from split bins to 

commingled bins or carts at multi-family 
complexes. 

• The City and their franchised hauler are promoting 
the use of DOC funds to help set up and offset the 
cost of recyclable material collection to give the 
complexes time to reduce the number of waste bins 
and offset the cost of the recycling bins. 

 

Multi-family Recycling: 
• Because the City has some large apartment 

complexes and condominium complexes where 
there is a potential for adding an on-site recycling 
program, Board staff agrees that multi-family 
recycling and outreach efforts can result in an 
increase in the City’s diversion rate. 

 
• By finding funds to support the program for the first 

few months more multi-family complexes are likely 
to participate in the program than if they had to pay 
the additional cost of the recycling bin at the start of 
the program. 

 

Barriers in Commercial On-site Collection: 
• Fifty percent of the City’s businesses have 3 cubic 

yard bins collected only once per week. They don’t 
generate enough material to justify the cost of a 
recycling bin. 

• Many of the small businesses have space constraints 
that make it difficult to add recycling bins. 

• At some of the strip malls recycling bins are not 
placed in areas that are convenient for employees to 

Commercial On-site Collection: 
• Most of the businesses in the City are smaller 

businesses, with most of the larger waste customers 
consisting of several strip malls located within the 
City. 

 
• Board staff agrees that because of turnover in 

property owners, employers, and employees at 
many of the businesses located within the City, the 
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participate in the recycling program. City needs to conduct consistent checks to make 
sure that recyclable materials are placed in the 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: proper bins. In addition Board staff agrees that 
• The City's franchise hauler will target selected 

small volume businesses for conversion to a 2 cubic 
yard bin for waste and the addition of cart service 
for recycling. 

outreach and education efforts are a very important 
part of a successful commercial on-site recycling 
program within the City. 

• The City will conduct outreach to businesses to 
"recharge" its commercial recycling program at 
larger businesses. 

• Offering small businesses the option of using a 
recycling cart rather than having to pay for a 
recycling bin and fmd additional space for the bins 

• The City's franchise hauler will work with larger 
strip malls on the strategic repositioning of their 
recycling bins. 

should increase the number of small businesses that 
participate in on-site recycling. 

Barriers to Construction and Demolition (C&D) Construction and Demolition (C&D) Ordinance or 
Ordinance or Policy: Policy: 
• With the resurgence of a strong economy in the area 

the City has seen an increase in the number of 
building permits issued in the City and a 
corresponding increase in the City's C&D disposal 
tonnage. 

• Although The City of Lemon Grove is mostly built 
out, with few remaining open spaces. Board staff 
agrees that a C&D ordinance can still have an 
impact of C&D waste coming from remodeling and 
reconstruction projects. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: • The City has worked with the other Jurisdictions in 
• A countywide subcommittee has developed a model 

C&D ordinance. The City of Lemon Grove intends 
to implement a C&D ordinance or policy in 
conjunction with other communities in the region. 

San Diego County to take a region wide approach in 
developing a model C&D ordinance. Several 
jurisdictions within the County, including the City 
of Lemon Grove, are already working to pass a 

• The C&D ordinance or policy will be supported by 
outreach and education to contractors and residents 
as they apply for building permits in the City. 

C&D ordinance or policy based on the region's 
model ordinance. A C&D ordinance will assist the 
City in diverting waste from future large 
reconstruction and demolition projects within the 
City. 

Other Reasons for Second Time Extension: • Because the City of Lemon Grove hosts one of the 
• The City's franchise hauler re-evaluated the 

disposal of materials from their regional materials 
recovery facility (MRF). While the monthly 
recycling and residue tonnage records at the facility 
are accurate it was found that when the physical 
solid waste residue was delivered to the landfill the 
tonnage was mistakenly being allocated entirely to 
the City of Lemon Grove. This was corrected in 
early 2005. When the 2004 residue tonnage is 
properly allocated the City's diversion rate is 
reported to be 46%. 

largest Material Recovery Facilities (MRF) in the 
region Board staff agrees that if even a portion of 
the facility's residual waste can have a large impact 
on the City's reported diversion rate. 
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participate in the recycling program. 
 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City’s franchise hauler will target selected 

small volume businesses for conversion to a 2 cubic 
yard bin for waste and the addition of cart service 
for recycling. 

• The City will conduct outreach to businesses to 
“recharge” its commercial recycling program at 
larger businesses. 

• The City’s franchise hauler will work with larger 
strip malls on the strategic repositioning of their 
recycling bins.  

 

City needs to conduct consistent checks to make 
sure that recyclable materials are placed in the 
proper bins. In addition Board staff agrees that 
outreach and education efforts are a very important 
part of a successful commercial on-site recycling 
program within the City.  

 
• Offering small businesses the option of using a 

recycling cart rather than having to pay for a 
recycling bin and find additional space for the bins 
should increase the number of small businesses that 
participate in on-site recycling. 

 
 

Barriers to Construction and Demolition (C&D) 
Ordinance or Policy: 
• With the resurgence of a strong economy in the area 

the City has seen an increase in the number of 
building permits issued in the City and a 
corresponding increase in the City’s C&D disposal 
tonnage.  

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• A countywide subcommittee has developed a model 

C&D ordinance. The City of Lemon Grove intends 
to implement a C&D ordinance or policy in 
conjunction with other communities in the region. 

• The C&D ordinance or policy will be supported by 
outreach and education to contractors and residents 
as they apply for building permits in the City. 

 

Construction and Demolition (C&D) Ordinance or 
Policy: 
• Although The City of Lemon Grove is mostly built 

out, with few remaining open spaces. Board staff 
agrees that a C&D ordinance can still have an 
impact of C&D waste coming from remodeling and 
reconstruction projects. 

 
• The City has worked with the other Jurisdictions in 

San Diego County to take a region wide approach in 
developing a model C&D ordinance. Several 
jurisdictions within the County, including the City 
of Lemon Grove, are already working to pass a 
C&D ordinance or policy based on the region’s 
model ordinance. A C&D ordinance will assist the 
City in diverting waste from future large 
reconstruction and demolition projects within the 
City. 

 
Other Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City’s franchise hauler re-evaluated the 

disposal of materials from their regional materials 
recovery facility (MRF). While the monthly 
recycling and residue tonnage records at the facility 
are accurate it was found that when the physical 
solid waste residue was delivered to the landfill the 
tonnage was mistakenly being allocated entirely to 
the City of Lemon Grove. This was corrected in 
early 2005. When the 2004 residue tonnage is 
properly allocated the City’s diversion rate is 
reported to be 46%. 

• Because the City of Lemon Grove hosts one of the 
largest Material Recovery Facilities (MRF) in the 
region Board staff agrees that if even a portion of 
the facility’s residual waste can have a large impact 
on the City’s reported diversion rate. 
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside 
The City will increase participation in the City's 
residential curbside collection program through 
additional outreach to residents. 

The City is a mainly residential 
community with a mixture of medium to 
small businesses. The residential waste 
stream is a significant portion of the 
City's waste stream and an effective 
residential curbside program is essential 
to the City's diversion success. 

0.5 % 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside (Multi-family) 
The City will re-launch a multi-family recycling 
program through the introduction of single stream 
collection bins and carts. Complexes that historically 
did not participate due to cost concerns will be 
converted through a supplemental funding period. 
Funds from DOC grants will be utilized to cover up to 
six months of service until the management is 
comfortable reducing the trash service. 

The City has some larger multi-family 
complexes. Recycling at these complexes 
will have an impact on the City's 
diversion efforts and will provide on-site 
recycling opportunities to all residents in 
the City. 

0.75 % 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-site pickup 
The City will recharge the program by visiting 
businesses to remind them about the materials 
collected in the program, contamination prevention, 
and checking placement of bins for ease of 
participation in the program. 
Also, with a high percentage of once a week 
customers, the City's franchise hauler will target small 
volume accounts with a high percentage of recyclables 
for possible conversion to cart collection service of 
recyclables and reduction to a 2 cubic yard trash bin. 

Many of the City's businesses are in strip 
malls that often change management and 
employees. Consistent follow-up with 
businesses is an important part of a 
successful commercial recycling 
program in the City. Diversion form the 
smallest businesses in the City can be 
greatly enhanced through the option of 
using recycling carts. 

1.25 % 

4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble (C&D 
Ordinance) 
Regional efforts are underway to develop and 
implement C&D ordinances throughout the County. 
IN cooperation with other local jurisdictions the City 
of Lemon Grove will implement an ordinance. 

The City does not expect a large amount 
of new building in the future because 
there is little open space left within the 
City. However, the City may experience 
demolition and remodeling projects in 
the future that can greatly impact the 
City's diversion rate. A C&D ordinance 
can minimize the amount of C&D waste 

1.5 % 

from those projects that goes into the 
landfill. 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 4 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 46 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50 % 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside 
The City will increase participation in the City’s 
residential curbside collection program through 
additional outreach to residents. 

The City is a mainly residential 
community with a mixture of medium to 
small businesses. The residential waste 
stream is a significant portion of the 
City’s waste stream and an effective 
residential curbside program is essential 
to the City’s diversion success. 

0.5 % 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside (Multi-family) 
The City will re-launch a multi-family recycling 
program through the introduction of single stream 
collection bins and carts. Complexes that historically 
did not participate due to cost concerns will be 
converted through a supplemental funding period. 
Funds from DOC grants will be utilized to cover up to 
six months of service until the management is 
comfortable reducing the trash service. 

The City has some larger multi-family 
complexes. Recycling at these complexes 
will have an impact on the City’s 
diversion efforts and will provide on-site 
recycling opportunities to all residents in 
the City. 

0.75 % 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-site pickup 
The City will recharge the program by visiting 
businesses to remind them about the materials 
collected in the program, contamination prevention, 
and checking placement of bins for ease of 
participation in the program.  
Also, with a high percentage of once a week 
customers, the City’s franchise hauler will target small 
volume accounts with a high percentage of recyclables 
for possible conversion to cart collection service of 
recyclables and reduction to a 2 cubic yard trash bin. 
 

Many of the City’s businesses are in strip 
malls that often change management and 
employees. Consistent follow-up with 
businesses is an important part of a 
successful commercial recycling 
program in the City. Diversion form the 
smallest businesses in the City can be 
greatly enhanced through the option of 
using recycling carts. 

1.25 % 

 
4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble (C&D 
Ordinance) 
Regional efforts are underway to develop and 
implement C&D ordinances throughout the County. 
IN cooperation with other local jurisdictions the City 
of Lemon Grove will implement an ordinance. 

The City does not expect a large amount 
of new building in the future because 
there is little open space left within the 
City. However, the City may experience 
demolition and remodeling projects in 
the future that can greatly impact the 
City’s diversion rate. A C&D ordinance 
can minimize the amount of C&D waste 
from those projects that goes into the 
landfill. 

1.5 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 4 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 46 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50 % 
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Support Programs 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach (Residential) 
IN addition to the regular quarterly newsletters, 
participation at community events and presentations 
to schools and service organizations, the City will 
extend their outreach to the trash carts. Hang tags will 
be developed to remind residents about all the 
materials that can be recycled, how easy it is to 
participate and how they can decrease the trash they 
generate. Tags will be delivered on trash day by a 
volunteer community outreach group. 

Outreach and education is a key component in the success 
of the City's residential curbside expansion. A successful 
outreach program combined with education to residents 
may have an impact on significantly increasing 
participation and reducing contamination of the recycling 
program. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach (Commercial) 
Site Visits will be made to businesses to remind them 
of what can be recycled in their mixed paper 
collection bins. Information about the "recharge" 
effort will also be promoted in the franchised hauler's 
newsletter to businesses and presentations will be 
made to the chamber of commerce and local service 
organizations. 

A consistent outreach program to businesses will have an 
impact on recycling participation at many of the City's 
businesses. Over time, as employees and management 
changes at businesses it is important for the City to provide 
education on outreach to these businesses to insure that the 
recycling programs are continuing. 

5010-ED-PRN Education Print (C&D information) 
All permits in the City will receive information 
regarding the new C&D ordinance along with a 
listing of all the local facilities to which materials can 
be delivered. 

Promotion of available C&D recycling facilities to 
contractors and residents that apply for building permits 
will be important in insuring that as much C&D material as 
possible is diverted from construction and demolition 
projects in the City. 
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Support Programs  

5020-ED-OUT Outreach (Residential) 
IN addition to the regular quarterly newsletters, 
participation at community events and presentations 
to schools and service organizations, the City will 
extend their outreach to the trash carts. Hang tags will 
be developed to remind residents about all the 
materials that can be recycled, how easy it is to 
participate and how they can decrease the trash they 
generate. Tags will be delivered on trash day by a 
volunteer community outreach group. 

Outreach and education is a key component in the success 
of the City’s residential curbside expansion. A successful 
outreach program combined with education to residents 
may have an impact on significantly increasing 
participation and reducing contamination of the recycling 
program.  

5020-ED-OUT Outreach (Commercial) 
Site Visits will be made to businesses to remind them 
of what can be recycled in their mixed paper 
collection bins. Information about the “recharge” 
effort will also be promoted in the franchised hauler’s 
newsletter to businesses and presentations will be 
made to the chamber of commerce and local service 
organizations. 

 
A consistent outreach program to businesses will have an 
impact on recycling participation at many of the City’s 
businesses. Over time, as employees and management 
changes at businesses it is important for the City to provide 
education on outreach to these businesses to insure that the 
recycling programs are continuing. 

5010-ED-PRN Education Print (C&D information) 
All permits in the City will receive information 
regarding the new C&D ordinance along with a 
listing of all the local facilities to which materials can 
be delivered.  

Promotion of available C&D recycling facilities to 
contractors and residents that apply for building permits 
will be important in insuring that as much C&D material as 
possible is diverted from construction and demolition 
projects in the City. 
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City of Oceanside's Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Curbside (Single-family) 
programs: 
• In the past four years the population of Oceanside 

has grown by over 12,278 residents (over 7.5%). 
• The Marine Corps base at Camp Pendleton has a 

fluid population of over 50,000 personal, which 
affects the turnover in both single and multi-family 
residents. 

• The single-family curbside diversion program 
requires consistent educational attention to assure 
effectiveness. 

• The City currently has no proactive enforcement 
regarding City codes requiring waste separation and 
recycling. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City will expand their education and outreach 

efforts to reach new residents to increase 
participation in the City's single-family curbside 
recycling program. 

• The City will expand outreach to insure that all new 
residents have the proper recycling carts. 

• The City will work with their hauler to increase 
their monitoring of the residential recycling 
collection to insure residents are properly 
participating in the diversion program. 

Residential Curbside (Single Family): 
• Oceanside is one of many fast growing City's in 

Northern San Diego County. The problems with 
growth are compounded with the turnover from the 
local military base and the large amount of tourism. 

• The City will need to coordinate a simple but 
effective education program to make new residents 
aware of the City's single-family recycling program 
and opportunities. 

• A proactive enforcement program in conjunction 
with an effective education program could have a 
large impact on the effectiveness of the City's 
single-family recycling program. 

• Coordination with the City's hauler will help assure 
that residents are receiving the proper service and 
assistance in participating in the City's single-
family on-site collection program. 

Barriers in Residential Curbside (Multi-family) 
program: 
• The City has experienced large amounts of growth 

over the past few years (over 7.5% in the past four 
year.) 

• The City is adjacent to Camp Pendleton and 
experiences a large amount of turnover in the 
tenants. 

• The multi-family property ownership and 
management have experienced change, which 
makes consistency in the programs at those 
complexes difficult. 

• There is no proactive enforcement in the City's 
recycling codes, which require recycling programs 
at multi-family complexes. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City will conduct on-site waste audits and 

enforce the City codes, which require multi-family 
units to recycle. 

• The City and hauler will work with multi-family 
complexes to set up recycling programs. 

Residential Curbside (Multi-family): 
• The City is one of the fast growing cities in 

Northern San Diego County. 
• The City has a large number of multi-family units 

that experience a lot of turnover due to the local 
military base. 

• Cooperation with owners and managers is an 
important part of a successful multi-family 
recycling program. 

• Ongoing education and outreach efforts need to be 
actively pursued to insure that residents participate 
in the recycling opportunities. 
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City of Oceanside’s Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Curbside (Single-family) 
programs: 
• In the past four years the population of Oceanside 

has grown by over 12,278 residents (over 7.5%). 
• The Marine Corps base at Camp Pendleton has a 

fluid population of over 50,000 personal, which 
affects the turnover in both single and multi-family 
residents. 

• The single-family curbside diversion program 
requires consistent educational attention to assure 
effectiveness.  

• The City currently has no proactive enforcement 
regarding City codes requiring waste separation and 
recycling. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The City will expand their education and outreach 

efforts to reach new residents to increase 
participation in the City’s single-family curbside 
recycling program. 

• The City will expand outreach to insure that all new 
residents have the proper recycling carts. 

• The City will work with their hauler to increase 
their monitoring of the residential recycling 
collection to insure residents are properly 
participating in the diversion program. 

Residential Curbside (Single Family): 
• Oceanside is one of many fast growing City’s in 

Northern San Diego County. The problems with 
growth are compounded with the turnover from the 
local military base and the large amount of tourism. 

• The City will need to coordinate a simple but 
effective education program to make new residents 
aware of the City’s single-family recycling program 
and opportunities. 

• A proactive enforcement program in conjunction 
with an effective education program could have a 
large impact on the effectiveness of the City’s 
single-family recycling program. 

• Coordination with the City’s hauler will help assure 
that residents are receiving the proper service and 
assistance in participating in the City’s single-
family on-site collection program. 

 

Barriers in Residential Curbside (Multi-family) 
program: 
• The City has experienced large amounts of growth 

over the past few years (over 7.5% in the past four 
year.) 

• The City is adjacent to Camp Pendleton and 
experiences a large amount of turnover in the 
tenants. 

• The multi-family property ownership and 
management have experienced change, which 
makes consistency in the programs at those 
complexes difficult. 

• There is no proactive enforcement in the City’s 
recycling codes, which require recycling programs 
at multi-family complexes.  

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension:  
• The City will conduct on-site waste audits and 

enforce the City codes, which require multi-family 
units to recycle. 

• The City and hauler will work with multi-family 
complexes to set up recycling programs. 

 

Residential Curbside (Multi-family): 
• The City is one of the fast growing cities in 

Northern San Diego County. 
• The City has a large number of multi-family units 

that experience a lot of turnover due to the local 
military base. 

• Cooperation with owners and managers is an 
important part of a successful multi-family 
recycling program. 

• Ongoing education and outreach efforts need to be 
actively pursued to insure that residents participate 
in the recycling opportunities. 
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Barriers in Construction and Demolition Diversion: 
• The adoption of a C&D ordinance has become a 

protracted process that will require additional time 
to coordinate cooperation from the City's planning, 
engineering, and building departments. 

• The City believes that a C&D ordinance will be 
more effective with the siting of a mixed C&D 
processing facility in the area. The City is working 
to cooperate with the waste haulers to consider the 
feasibility of siting a facility in the area. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City will increase C&D diversion through a 

C&D diversion ordinance. 
• The City is working with 17 other cities in San 

Diego County to establish a mix use C&D diversion 
facility. 

• The City will work to promote C&D diversion 
opportunities through educational brochures. 

Construction and Demolition Diversion: 
• The cities in San Diego County have worked 

together to develop a local model C&D ordinance. 
• Many of the jurisdictions in San Diego County are 

working toward adopting a C&D ordinance. 
However, to date none of the jurisdictions in the 
County have yet adopted a C&D ordinance. 

• While there are several diversion opportunities for 
source separated C&D materials, such as concrete, 
wood, and scrap metal, there are currently no 
facilities for sorting and diverting mixed loads of 
C&D waste. 

• Staff agrees that providing education and outreach 
to builders and residents that apply for building 
permits is an important part of promoting the 
success of a C&D diversion program. 

Barriers in Commercial On-site Collection: 
• The City is experiencing a large amount of growth 

in the commercial sector, which requires large 
amounts of staff time to insure that recycling 
programs are properly set up at new businesses. 

• Businesses moving their locations often make it 
difficult to continue proper recycling services 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City will conduct business waste diversion 

audits as a part of a new base year study. 
• Technical assistance will be provided at all 

businesses surveyed to expand recycling activities 
and services. 

• The City will also apply the same monitoring 
program as the multi-family program to the 
commercial program. The City will monitor 
recycling activities and enforce the City's code 
requiring businesses to participate in recycling 
programs. 

Commercial On-site Collection: 
• Staff agrees that the City needs to address incoming 

and changing businesses to insure that they are 
provided information and outreach on available 
diversion options and to assure that recycling 
programs are properly established. 

• Waste diversion audits provide an excellent 
opportunity to assess the success of current 
diversion efforts and to promote available 
opportunities as well as assist businesses in setting 
up diversion programs. 

• Enforcement of the City code requiring businesses 
to participate in diversion programs can result in a 
significant increase in the number of businesses 
participating in the City's commercial on-site 
collection program. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside (single-family) 
The City will expand the City's single-family curbside 
recycling program through outreach and education to 
existing customers and all new residential 
developments. Making sure that all residents are 
provided the proper recycling crates and the hauler 
will provide monitoring of all residential recycling 
collection in the City. 

This program is an important part of the 
City's residential waste diversion efforts. 
With the City's high growth rate and 
high turnover rates it is imperative that 
the City develop an effective way to 
provide education and outreach to new 
residents. 

1% - 1.5% 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 5 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition Diversion: 
• The adoption of a C&D ordinance has become a 

protracted process that will require additional time 
to coordinate cooperation from the City’s planning, 
engineering, and building departments. 

• The City believes that a C&D ordinance will be 
more effective with the siting of a mixed C&D 
processing facility in the area. The City is working 
to cooperate with the waste haulers to consider the 
feasibility of siting a facility in the area. 

 
Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City will increase C&D diversion through a 

C&D diversion ordinance.  
• The City is working with 17 other cities in San 

Diego County to establish a mix use C&D diversion 
facility. 

• The City will work to promote C&D diversion 
opportunities through educational brochures.  

 

Construction and Demolition Diversion: 
• The cities in San Diego County have worked 

together to develop a local model C&D ordinance. 
• Many of the jurisdictions in San Diego County are 

working toward adopting a C&D ordinance. 
However, to date none of the jurisdictions in the 
County have yet adopted a C&D ordinance. 

• While there are several diversion opportunities for 
source separated C&D materials, such as concrete, 
wood, and scrap metal, there are currently no 
facilities for sorting and diverting mixed loads of 
C&D waste. 

• Staff agrees that providing education and outreach 
to builders and residents that apply for building 
permits is an important part of promoting the 
success of a C&D diversion program. 

 
 

Barriers in Commercial On-site Collection: 
• The City is experiencing a large amount of growth 

in the commercial sector, which requires large 
amounts of staff time to insure that recycling 
programs are properly set up at new businesses. 

• Businesses moving their locations often make it 
difficult to continue proper recycling services 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City will conduct business waste diversion 

audits as a part of a new base year study. 
• Technical assistance will be provided at all 

businesses surveyed to expand recycling activities 
and services. 

• The City will also apply the same monitoring 
program as the multi-family program to the 
commercial program. The City will monitor 
recycling activities and enforce the City’s code 
requiring businesses to participate in recycling 
programs. 

 

Commercial On-site Collection: 
• Staff agrees that the City needs to address incoming 

and changing businesses to insure that they are 
provided information and outreach on available 
diversion options and to assure that recycling 
programs are properly established. 

• Waste diversion audits provide an excellent 
opportunity to assess the success of current 
diversion efforts and to promote available 
opportunities as well as assist businesses in setting 
up diversion programs. 

• Enforcement of the City code requiring businesses 
to participate in diversion programs can result in a 
significant increase in the number of businesses 
participating in the City’s commercial on-site 
collection program. 

 
 
 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside (single-family) 
The City will expand the City’s single-family curbside 
recycling program through outreach and education to 
existing customers and all new residential 
developments. Making sure that all residents are 
provided the proper recycling crates and the hauler 
will provide monitoring of all residential recycling 
collection in the City. 

This program is an important part of the 
City’s residential waste diversion efforts. 
With the City’s high growth rate and 
high turnover rates it is imperative that 
the City develop an effective way to 
provide education and outreach to new 
residents.  

1% - 1.5% 
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2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside (multi-family) 
The City will continue on-site waste audits and 
enforcement of the City codes that require recycling. 
The City will review violations in a joint effort with 
the franchise hauler via a camera enforcement 
program. The program monitors violation locations. 
After the review the City and hauler work with the 
facility to set up recycling programs. The program is 
also currently being applied to commercial locations. 

In 1999 approximately 31 percent of the 
City's housing units were multi-family 
dwellings. Effective diversion programs 
at the larger apartment complexes will 
have a very positive affect on the City's 
diversion efforts. 

1.5% - 2% 

4060-SP-CAR, Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble (C&D 
diversion) 
The City will increase the diversion of construction 
and demolition (C&D) waste through a C&D 
diversion ordinance and the City will work with 17 
other cities in San Diego County to establish a mix 
use facility and provide educational brochures. 

Several facilities exist that can recycle 
source separated C&D materials, 
especially concrete and asphalt. 
However, there are no facilities available 
at this time for contractors and residents 
to send mixed C&D debris for sorting 
and recycling. A draft C&D recycling 
ordinance has been developed and 
approval by the City council is pending. 

3% - 4% 

2030-RC-OSP, Commercial On-site Pickup 
The City will conduct business waste diversion audits 
as a part of a new base year study. The City and 
consultant will provide technical assistance to 
businesses surveyed and assist in expanding diversion 
programs where possible at all surveyed businesses. 

The City is in the process of conducting a 
new base year study. Commercial waste 
audits provide a great opportunity to not 
only determine the level of participation 
by the businesses in waste diversion 
activities, but also to set up waste 
diversion programs and increase 
participation and effectiveness of 
existing programs. 

5% - 8% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 10.5% - 15.5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 40% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.5% - 55.5% 

Support Programs 

6020-PI-ORD, Ordinances 
The City will continue work on establishment of a 
C&D ordinance or policy. The ordinance or policy 
will support the City's C&D diversion expansion 
listed above and C&D education efforts. 

The jurisdictions in San Diego County have been working 
on a model C&D ordinance for the past couple of years. A 
draft has been developed based on successful models 
implemented by jurisdictions around the State. To date no 
jurisdictions in San Diego County have adopted a C&D 
ordinance. 
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2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside (multi-family) 
The City will continue on-site waste audits and 
enforcement of the City codes that require recycling. 
The City will review violations in a joint effort with 
the franchise hauler via a camera enforcement 
program. The program monitors violation locations. 
After the review the City and hauler work with the 
facility to set up recycling programs. The program is 
also currently being applied to commercial locations. 

In 1999 approximately 31 percent of the 
City’s housing units were multi-family 
dwellings.  Effective diversion programs 
at the larger apartment complexes will 
have a very positive affect on the City’s 
diversion efforts. 

1.5% - 2% 

4060-SP-CAR, Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble (C&D 
diversion) 
The City will increase the diversion of construction 
and demolition (C&D) waste through a C&D 
diversion ordinance and the City will work with 17 
other cities in San Diego County to establish a mix 
use facility and provide educational brochures. 
 

Several facilities exist that can recycle 
source separated C&D materials, 
especially concrete and asphalt. 
However, there are no facilities available 
at this time for contractors and residents 
to send mixed C&D debris for sorting 
and recycling.  A draft C&D recycling 
ordinance has been developed and 
approval by the City council is pending. 

3% - 4% 

2030-RC-OSP, Commercial On-site Pickup 
The City will conduct business waste diversion audits 
as a part of a new base year study. The City and 
consultant will provide technical assistance to 
businesses surveyed and assist in expanding diversion 
programs where possible at all surveyed businesses. 

The City is in the process of conducting a 
new base year study. Commercial waste 
audits provide a great opportunity to not 
only determine the level of participation 
by the businesses in waste diversion 
activities, but also to set up waste 
diversion programs and increase 
participation and effectiveness of 
existing programs. 

5% - 8% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 10.5% - 15.5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 40% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50.5% - 55.5% 

 
Support Programs  

6020-PI-ORD, Ordinances 
The City will continue work on establishment of a 
C&D ordinance or policy. The ordinance or policy 
will support the City’s C&D diversion expansion 
listed above and C&D education efforts. 

The jurisdictions in San Diego County have been working 
on a model C&D ordinance for the past couple of years. A 
draft has been developed based on successful models 
implemented by jurisdictions around the State. To date no 
jurisdictions in San Diego County have adopted a C&D 
ordinance. 
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5000-ED-ELC, Electronic Education & Successful ongoing education programs and activities are 
5010-ED-PRN, Print Education essential to the success of the City's proposed residential 
The City produces bi-lingual brochures for single- program expansions. The City plans to distribute materials 
family and multi-family education. Wall posters are regarding the new single and multi-family recycling efforts 
given to multi-unit locations identifying recycling and to promote the commercial recycling requirements that 
programs and stencils are given to owners for bin are in affect for all businesses. Educational efforts will also 
enclosures. The City's web site contains information be an important part of the expansion to the City's C&D 
regarding City-wide programs and a newly recycling efforts as the City works to adopt and enforce a 
established City hot line (760-345-5015) for solid 
waste and recycling services is available. 

new C&D recycling ordinance. 

The City will expand their efforts to distribute 
educational materials to single and multi-family 
residents and property managers. In addition, the City 
will provide written information to businesses 
regarding the solid waste and recycling requirements 
that businesses in the City's must comply with. When 
the City adopts their new C&D ordinance information 
regarding the new C&D recycling requirements will 
be distributed to contractors and residents seeking to 
obtain building permits. 
5020-ED-OUT, Outreach Ongoing assistance to businesses to set up and maintain 
The City is conducting on-site audits setting up successful recycling programs will be important to the 
recycling programs as a result of the camera success of the City's commercial diversion program. 
enforcement program. The audits impact multi-unit, 
residential, and commercial projects that do not divert 

Outreach efforts should also include contractors that 
operate in the City of Oceanside to ensure that they are 

or recycle primarily cardboard and mixed paper or aware on diversion requirements and C&D recycling 
greenwaste. The City has a hot line, which is 
published via brochures and the City's web page. 

opportunities. 
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5000-ED-ELC, Electronic Education &  
5010-ED-PRN, Print Education 
The City produces bi-lingual brochures for single-
family and multi-family education. Wall posters are 
given to multi-unit locations identifying recycling 
programs and stencils are given to owners for bin 
enclosures.  The City’s web site contains information 
regarding City-wide programs and a newly 
established City hot line (760-345-5015) for solid 
waste and recycling services is available.  
The City will expand their efforts to distribute 
educational materials to single and multi-family 
residents and property managers. In addition, the City 
will provide written information to businesses 
regarding the solid waste and recycling requirements 
that businesses in the City’s must comply with. When 
the City adopts their new C&D ordinance information 
regarding the new C&D recycling requirements will 
be distributed to contractors and residents seeking to 
obtain building permits. 

Successful ongoing education programs and activities are 
essential to the success of the City’s proposed residential 
program expansions.  The City plans to distribute materials 
regarding the new single and multi-family recycling efforts 
and to promote the commercial recycling requirements that 
are in affect for all businesses. Educational efforts will also 
be an important part of the expansion to the City’s C&D 
recycling efforts as the City works to adopt and enforce a 
new C&D recycling ordinance. 

5020-ED-OUT, Outreach  
The City is conducting on-site audits setting up 
recycling programs as a result of the camera 
enforcement program. The audits impact multi-unit, 
residential, and commercial projects that do not divert 
or recycle primarily cardboard and mixed paper or 
greenwaste. The City has a hot line, which is 
published via brochures and the City’s web page. 

Ongoing assistance to businesses to set up and maintain 
successful recycling programs will be important to the 
success of the City’s commercial diversion program. 
Outreach efforts should also include contractors that 
operate in the City of Oceanside to ensure that they are 
aware on diversion requirements and C&D recycling 
opportunities. 
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City of Oroville's Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial programs: 

• Although the City of Oroville has a Construction 
and Demolition Ordinance in place requiring that all 
C&D material must be delivered to the Materials 
Recovery Facility for processing, not all generators 
are complying. This facility is capable of diverting 
a large percentage of mixed C&D material once it is 
received. The City will enhance this program 
through increased promotion and enforcement of 
this ordinance through the code enforcement 
program. 

• The City's waste service provider offers free 
recycling to commercial entities. Although this 
program is available, not all businesses are aware of 
its existence and how this could help decrease 
disposal costs. This program will be enhanced 
through on-site waste assessments and other 
promotional activities. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 

• The City successfully adopted a C&D Recycling 
Ordinance during its first time extension request, 
but now needs additional time to increase the 
promotion and enforcement of this program to 
ensure compliance. 

• Additional time is needed to hire a staff person to 
conduct waste assessments and promote commercial 
recycling programs. 

Commercial Recycling: 

• Enforcement of this ordinance has insufficient 
to date and this enhancement should help 
increase diversion of C&D material. 
Additionally, the expansion of outreach efforts 
to educate C&D material generators should 
increase compliance with this ordinance. 

• On-site waste assessments have proven to be an 
effective tool to increase participation in 
recycling programs. Often times businesses are 
not aware of recycling and waste diversion 
opportunities that can help reduce waste 
disposal costs. This City is taking significant 
steps to inform its business community of 
program availability by providing in person, 
detailed site analysis which should greatly 
enhance the impact of commercial recycling 
participation. 

Barriers in Residential Curbside program: 

• Although City residents received commingled 
recycling service in 2004, additional education and 
promotion is needed to ensure participation in this 
program. It is anticipated that increase promotion 
and education will result in a cleaner recycling 
stream and better participation rates. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 

• Additional time is needed to achieve full maturation 
of this program and to ensure that it is consistently 
promoted into the future. Additional time is also 
necessary for the City and the hauler to make 
adjustments to the program and respond to 

Residential Curbside Recycling: 

• Continual and consistent promotion of residential 
curbside recycling programs is necessary to educate 
new residents and remind existing residents about 
how to properly participate in this program. 
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City of Oroville’s Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial programs: 
 
• Although the City of Oroville has a Construction 

and Demolition Ordinance in place requiring that all 
C&D material must be delivered to the Materials 
Recovery Facility for processing, not all generators 
are complying.  This facility is capable of diverting 
a large percentage of mixed C&D material once it is 
received.  The City will enhance this program 
through increased promotion and enforcement of 
this ordinance through the code enforcement 
program.   

 
• The City’s waste service provider offers free 

recycling to commercial entities.  Although this 
program is available, not all businesses are aware of 
its existence and how this could help decrease 
disposal costs.  This program will be enhanced 
through on-site waste assessments and other 
promotional activities.   

 
 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
 
• The City successfully adopted a C&D Recycling 

Ordinance during its first time extension request, 
but now needs additional time to increase the 
promotion and enforcement of this program to 
ensure compliance.   

 
• Additional time is needed to hire a staff person to 

conduct waste assessments and promote commercial 
recycling programs.   

Commercial Recycling: 
 

• Enforcement of this ordinance has insufficient 
to date and this enhancement should help 
increase diversion of C&D material.  
Additionally, the expansion of outreach efforts 
to educate C&D material generators should 
increase compliance with this ordinance.   

 
 
 
 
 

• On-site waste assessments have proven to be an 
effective tool to increase participation in 
recycling programs.  Often times businesses are 
not aware of recycling and waste diversion 
opportunities that can help reduce waste 
disposal costs.  This City is taking significant 
steps to inform its business community of 
program availability by providing in person, 
detailed site analysis which should greatly 
enhance the impact of commercial recycling 
participation.     

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Barriers in Residential Curbside program: 
 
• Although City residents received commingled 

recycling service in 2004, additional education and 
promotion is needed to ensure participation in this 
program.  It is anticipated that increase promotion 
and education will result in a cleaner recycling 
stream and better participation rates.      

  
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
 
• Additional time is needed to achieve full maturation 

of this program and to ensure that it is consistently 
promoted into the future.  Additional time is also 
necessary for the City and the hauler to make 
adjustments to the program and respond to 

Residential Curbside Recycling: 
 
• Continual and consistent promotion of residential 

curbside recycling programs is necessary to educate 
new residents and remind existing residents about 
how to properly participate in this program.   
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participant questions and concerns. 

Barriers in School Recycling: 

• Schools in the Oroville area have been resistant to 
the implementation of recycling programs due to the 
cost associated with recycling service. The waste 
service provider and the City are now working with 
these schools to offer the same level of recycling 
service that is available to commercial businesses, 
free of charge. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 

• Additional time is needed to promote this no cost 
recycling program to schools and work with 
management and staff at all sites. Time is needed to 
ensure appropriate program set p and to respond to 
challenges and make adjustments as needed. 

School Recycling: 

• Recycling opportunities at no additional cost 
are essential for these often times financially 
challenged schools. Consistent recycling 
opportunities for school staff and students are 
critical to improve the diversion rate for the 
City. In addition, student recycling tends to 
positively influence parental/adult efforts in 
residential and commercial recycling 
participation. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside: 
The City implemented a commingled curbside 
recycling program in 2004 available to all residents. 
This program offers a 64-gallon automated container 
that is serviced weekly. This program is still being 
enhanced through promotion and education to 
participants. 

Commingled curbside service was a 
significant diversion enhancement for a 
City that relied on mixed waste 
processing to achieve diversion. This 
program has helped to increase diversion 
because it is easy to use and is much 
easier to process. Consistent and on-
going education and promotion is 
necessary to improve participation in this 
program. 

1% 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-site Pickup: 
The City's waste service provider offers free recycling 
to commercial businesses. Participation in this 
program is anticipated to increase once a recycling 
coordinator is hired to conduct on-site waste 
assessments to promote recycling. 

The commercial waste assessments are 
essential to expand commercial recycling 
and to tailor on-site needs for these 
businesses. 

2% 

2050-RC-SCH School Recycling: 
The City and waste service provider will work with 
schools to develop a recycling program that mirrors 
the recycling program available to commercial 
businesses. Materials targeted will be cardboard, 
mixed paper and beverage containers. This service 
will be offered free of charge. 

Providing this program free of charge 
should motivate the schools to 
participate. Implementation of this 
program is also important because the 
recycling message will be consistent on 
the residential, commercial and school 
levels. 

1% 
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participant questions and concerns.   
 
Barriers in School Recycling: 
 
• Schools in the Oroville area have been resistant to 

the implementation of recycling programs due to the 
cost associated with recycling service.  The waste 
service provider and the City are now working with 
these schools to offer the same level of recycling 
service that is available to commercial businesses, 
free of charge.   

 
Reasons for First Time Extension: 
 
• Additional time is needed to promote this no cost 

recycling program to schools and work with 
management and staff at all sites.  Time is needed to 
ensure appropriate program set p and to respond to 
challenges and make adjustments as needed.  

School Recycling: 
 

• Recycling opportunities at no additional cost 
are essential for these often times financially 
challenged schools.  Consistent recycling 
opportunities for school staff and students are 
critical to improve the diversion rate for the 
City.  In addition, student recycling tends to 
positively influence parental/adult efforts in 
residential and commercial recycling 
participation.   

 
 

 
 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB  Residential Curbside: 
The City implemented a commingled curbside 
recycling program in 2004 available to all residents.  
This program offers a 64-gallon automated container 
that is serviced weekly.  This program is still being 
enhanced through promotion and education to 
participants.   
 

 
Commingled curbside service was a 
significant diversion enhancement for a 
City that relied on mixed waste 
processing to achieve diversion.  This 
program has helped to increase diversion 
because it is easy to use and is much 
easier to process.  Consistent and on-
going education and promotion is 
necessary to improve participation in this 
program.   

 
1% 

2030-RC-OSP  Commercial On-site Pickup: 
The City’s waste service provider offers free recycling 
to commercial businesses.  Participation in this 
program is anticipated to increase once a recycling 
coordinator is hired to conduct on-site waste 
assessments to promote recycling.    

 
The commercial waste assessments are 
essential to expand commercial recycling 
and to tailor on-site needs for these 
businesses.    

 
2% 

2050-RC-SCH School Recycling: 
The City and waste service provider will work with 
schools to develop a recycling program that mirrors 
the recycling program available to commercial 
businesses.  Materials targeted will be cardboard, 
mixed paper and beverage containers.  This service 
will be offered free of charge.   
 

 
Providing this program free of charge 
should motivate the schools to 
participate.  Implementation of this 
program is also important because the 
recycling message will be consistent on 
the residential, commercial and school 
levels.    

 
1% 
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4060-SP-CAR C&D Recycling 
The City successfully adopted a C&D Recycling 
Ordinance, but has not fully promoted it or enforced 
compliance. The City will add a code enforcement 
officer to enforce this ordinance and to disseminate 
information on how C&D generators must comply. 
The Ordinance requires C&D generators to deliver 
materials to the local MRF so they can be processed 
for diversion. Wood waste, scrap metal and other 
materials are currently diverted. 

Enforcement and education is essential to 
the success of this program. 
Additionally, the MRF must continue to 
enhance its diversion capability to 
address this sector of the waste stream. 

3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 7% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 51% 

Support Programs Staffs Analysis 

5010-ED-PRN Print 
The waste service provider will promote the 
residential curbside recycling program and 
commercial recycling program through bill inserts 
and other print outreach. Also, handouts will be 
developed that promote the C&D Ordinance 
compliance requirements. 

Staff feels that these print materials are necessary to help 
improve information transfer that should result in increased 
participation and waste diversion. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 
The City will hire a code enforcement officer to 
ensure compliance with the C&D Ordinance. This 
officer will help to disseminate information on how 
to comply with this ordinance. Additionally, the City 
will provide a recycling coordinator to provide on-
site waste assessments to businesses. 

These two functions are essential to increase participation 
in these two programs. Increased C&D and commercial 
diversion should significantly help the City achieve its 
waste diversion goal. 
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4060-SP-CAR C&D Recycling 
The City successfully adopted a C&D Recycling 
Ordinance, but has not fully promoted it or enforced 
compliance.  The City will add a code enforcement 
officer to enforce this ordinance and to disseminate 
information on how C&D generators must comply.  
The Ordinance requires C&D generators to deliver 
materials to the local MRF so they can be processed 
for diversion.  Wood waste, scrap metal and other 
materials are currently diverted.  

 
Enforcement and education is essential to 
the success of this program.  
Additionally, the MRF must continue to 
enhance its diversion capability to 
address this sector of the waste stream.   

 
3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs   7% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  51% 

 
Support Programs Staff’s Analysis 

5010-ED-PRN Print 
The waste service provider will promote the 
residential curbside recycling program and 
commercial recycling program through bill inserts 
and other print outreach.  Also, handouts will be 
developed that promote the C&D Ordinance 
compliance requirements.   

 
Staff feels that these print materials are necessary to help 
improve information transfer that should result in increased 
participation and waste diversion.   

5020-ED-OUT  Outreach 
The City will hire a code enforcement officer to 
ensure compliance with the C&D Ordinance.  This 
officer will help to disseminate information on how 
to comply with this ordinance.  Additionally, the City 
will provide a recycling coordinator to provide on-
site waste assessments to businesses. 

 
These two functions are essential to increase participation 
in these two programs.  Increased C&D and commercial 
diversion should significantly help the City achieve its 
waste diversion goal.   
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) r ------------Tr ' 

1001 I Street '1 11-- ;7`, -?, \ 7,  
i Lb \,__) -,.: 

PO Box 4025 GI 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 1i1 I MAY 0 

••,5,k, 

General Instructions: t.) . 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 
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any additional 
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Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Blythe 

County 

Riverside 

Authorized Signatur 

Cr401-------  

Jim Rodkey 

Title 

Director, Public Works 

Type/Print Name of Person Signi 

Jim Rodkey 

Date 

December 1, 2004 

Phone  

(760) 922-6611 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Gordon Beers 
Paul Ryan 

Title 

Franchise Hauler, Palo Verde Valley Disposal Service 
Consultant 

Phone 

(760) 922-9107 

E-mail Address 

pvvds@earthlink.net  

Fax 

(760) 099-0897 

Mailing Address 

235 N. Broadway 

City 

Blythe 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

92225 
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This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1.  Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

0 No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

El Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

1. Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? 0 No @ Yes Specific years requested. _2005 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

• Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for RegionaPAgencies). 

Specific ADR requested	 %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? 0 No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested _ °/0, for the 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) . 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939, Note: The answers to each question should be 

'comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., MA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and 
how they will be overcome. 

(Refer to Attachment 1.) 

selected 
briefly indicate 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

(Refer to Attachment 1.) 

circumstances in 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

(Refer to Attachment 1.) 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

(Refer to Attachment 1.) 

Supportive documentation and pictures will be found in attachment 2. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundaMentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 52 Non-residential % 49 

. PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

I DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

7000-FR-MRF New 

MRF Processing: 
Residential (15%) = 820T / 277.2T = 3.0% 
Non-Residential (35%) = 3623T / 277.2 = 13.0% 

Recycling 
Fees 

12/31/2005 16.0% 

3000-CM-RCG 
3060-CM-GOV 

Expand 

Green Waste Chip and Grinding: 
PWDS = 432T / 277.2 = 1.6% 
City = 544T / 277.2 = 2.0% 

Recycling 
Fees 

12/31/2005 3.6% 

4060-SP-CDI Expand 

C&D processing: 
Asphalt & concrete = 900T / 277.2 = 3.2% Recypling 

Fees 
12/31/2005 3.2% 

4100-SP-OTH Expand 

E-Waste collection and processing: 
3.0 T / 277.2 = 0.3% Recycling 

Fees 
12/31/2005 0.3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
23% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 27% 

ti 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

1030-SR-PMT Expand The procurement program will be further expanded to include the 
procurement of compost and recycled products through a pooled 
buying effort with other government entities. 

12/31/2005 

5020-ED-OUT Expand The City will continue to to expand its outreach program to target 
the diversion of residential and commercial recyclable materials. 
Intense education and public awareness activities will be used to 
promote the City's expanded recycling effort. 

12/31/2005 
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6020-PI-ORD Expand Additional policy will be developed through ordinances and code 
changes to regulate the diversion of C&D debris at construction 
sites. Alternative C&D recycling requirements will be used 
instead of the immediate adoption of a C&D Model Ordinance. 

12/31/2005 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 fora copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

• 
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Section IIIA 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected programs 

did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how they will 
be overcome. 

The City of Blythe submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill 
(SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement on September 12, 2002. The 
Board on December 11, 2002, approved the City of Blythe SB 1066 application as submitted but also made 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that the Board staff believes the City should add to 
its plan for it to be successful. 

Prior to and since the 2000 deadline for achieving the 50% diversion goal, the City faced the following barriers: 

• Inadequate franchise agreement 
• Economic Issues - lack of fees and revenue to implement programs and services 
• Processing facility issues 
• Impacts from two State prisons; and 
• Lack of viable markets and high transportation costs 

The City intended to meet the goal during the first Time Extension but the City's policy debates, contractual 
considerations and limited financial resources inhibited major program efforts. During the Time Extension, the 
Franchise Hauler, City Manager and the Public Works Director identified programs and the Hauler made multiple 
Presentations to the City Council for diversion programs and received the Council's initial approval. The Council 
directed City staff to proceed with negotiating a franchise amendment to bring the programs and services on-line, 
however, issues of raising funds for operations and dealing with the City's economic problems diverted the staff's 
attention. The City's over all economic problems (water, police, fire, roads, etc.) needed to be resolved by the 
Council before the Hauler's franchise amendment and recycling services fees could be approved. 

Inadequate Franchise Agreement. The City has implemented a majority of all the programs identified in their 
SRRE and developed alternative programs as well. However, because of the lack of a franchise agreement that 
adequately covered the recycling needs of the City, the City faced limited outreach and recycling services to 
residents, businesses and schools. The City concluded contract negotiations with the franchise hauler on August 13, 
2004 in order to address the need for additional recycling services. 

Economic Issues. The City has had difficulty in providing adequate funding for recycling services. In July 2003, the 
City established interim recycling fees to cover the cost of recycling program implementation. On August 1, 2004, the 
City implemented a full array of recycling fees to provide revenue for the recycling services provided by the franchise 
hauler through the amended contract. Prior to August 1, 2004, the funding for limited recycling services was made 
out-of-pocket by the franchise hauler without reimbursement by the City. 

Processing facility issues. The City's long-range plans included the building of a material recovery facility (MRF), 
which would take time. In the interim, the City committed to enhancing their program development by sending their 
materials for processing to a processing facility in Quartzsite, Arizona. Since the inception of the curbside recycling 
program, the residents of the City have continually contaminated curbside recycle loads with up to 50% 
contamination. No amount of education and outreach has been able to change the habits of residents. As a result of 
this unwanted behavior, to processing facility has not been able to adequately sort curbside loads to divert sufficient 
materials to reach projected diversion rates. As a result, the franchise hauler has expanded the Quartzsite 
processing facility and built a Material recovery facility to sort all incoming solid waste loads. The MRF will be fully 
operational in January 2005. 

Impacts from two State Prisons. The City and the two prisons have not been able work together to coordinate 
their recycling programs to achieve higher diversion rates. CIWMB staff has suggested that the City should work with 
the two prisons to help meet their AB939 goal. The CIWMB staff has agreed to assist the City in coordinating with 
the prisons. The impact from the two prisons located in the City of Blythe, may have been eased through the 
passage of AB75, requiring the prisons to submit annual reports, which provide details on their diversion rates and 
programs. 

Lack of Viable Markets and High Transportation Costs. The lack of local market outlets and high transportation 
costs has created negative cost recovery for the franchise hauler. Off setting revenues for recycling services and the 
possibility of working with the prisons and their vendors to find viable markets for the recyclable materials may cover 
the transportation costs for additional materials diversion. The lack of local compostable materials markets will 
continue to create dysfunction for AB 939 goal achievement. 

1. 
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Section IIIA 
2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 

the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The additional time requested to achieve diversion goals is necessary in order for the City and its franchise hauler to 
impleMent the policies and programs and operate the MRF that have been planned in the recent months. 

The City's plan for implementing the Plan of Correction includes the following programs: 

REDIRECTED RESIDENTIAL CURBSIDE RECYCLING PROGRAM (2000-RC-CRB) 

Program Description. The franchise hauler collects recyclables curbside and diverts residential loads to a 
processing facility in Quartzsite, Arizona. This facility became operational in December 2002. The City adopted 
a resolution effective 8/1/03, to establish recycling fees for this program. During March of 2004, the hauler 
delivered 2- wheeled, 96 gallon commingled recyclables carts to all single family residents that have curbside 
service. A total of 1,700 carts were distributed to single family residents. In addition, printed material was 
distributed and a hot line set up to inform residents of the new curbside recycling program. 

Program Barriers. 
• Single family residents unwilling to accept changes in service from twice weekly trash pick up to once a 

week trash pick up and once a week commingled recyclables pick up. 
• High contamination levels - up to 50% contamination when residents tried to use recyclables carts for 

second day trash pick up.  

• Residents unwillingness to change behaviors and participate in curbside recycling program. 

Plan of Correction. 
• Abandon mandatory residential commingled recycling service and make voluntary (Jan-2005). 
• Redirect curbside program to collect all residential curbside solid waste and process at the new 

Quartzsite MRF (Jan-2005). 
• Hauler to expand materials recycling to include: aerosol cans, aluminum cans, aldminum foil, beverage 

cans, brochures, corrugated cardboard, cereal boxes, computer paper, coupons, egg cartons, food cans 
glass, bottles and jars, glass cosmetic bottles, laundry detergent containers, ledger paper, magazines, 
newspaper, mixed paper, paper tubes, phone books, clean pizza boxes, plastic bottles, plastic milk jugs, tin 
cans, beverage containers, and bi-metal cans. 

• Hauler to conduct ongoing public outreach campaign (see below). 
• Hauler retraining of operators and customer service representatives (Jan-2005). 

Outreach Campaign. 
• Hauler prepares and distributes a bilingual public education flyer describing the program and encouraging 

resident to recycle more. 
• Hauler will produce a quarterly bilingual newsletter explaining progress in reaching City's AB939 goals. 

Monitoring and Reporting. 
• Hauler will report activity and statistics to City monthly. 
• City staff will report program activity to the City Council monthly. 
• City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
• City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 

REDIRECTED COMMERCIAL ON-SITE RECYCLING PROGRAM (2030-RC-OSP1 

Program Description. The franchise hauler diverts selected commercial loads to the processing facility in 
Quartzsite, Arizona. Rich loads are tipped — cardboard, paper, metals, lumber and other materials are sorted, 
processed and/or bailed for market. 

Program Barriers. 
a Contamination in some commercial loads may prevent recycling. 

Plan of Correction. 
• Redirect commercial on-site solid waste loads to the new Quartzsite MRF for processing (Jan-2005). 
• Hauler to expand materials recycling to include: aerosol cans, aluminum cans, aluminum foil, beverage 

cans, brochures, corrugated cardboard, cereal boxes, computer paper, coupons, egg cartons, food cans 

3. 
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glass, bottles and jars, glass cosmetic bottles, laundry detergent containers, ledger paper, magazines, 
newspaper, mixed paper, paper tubes, phone books, clean pizza boxes, plastic bottles, plastic milk jugs, tin 
cans, beverage containers, and bi-metal cans. 

■ Hauler to conduct ongoing public outreach campaign (see below). 
• Hauler retraining of operators and customer service representatives (Jan-2005). 

Outreach Campaign. 
• Hauler prepares and distributes a bilingual public education flyer describing the program and encouraging 

resident to recycle more. 
• Hauler will produce a quarterly bilingual newsletter explaining progress in reaching City's AB939 goals. 

Monitoring and Reporting. 
■ Hauler will report activity and statistics to City monthly. 
• City staff will report program activity to the City Council monthly. 
• City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
• City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 

,EXPANDED SCHOOLS PROGRAM J2050-RC-SCH. 5030-ED-SCH. 5020-ED-OUTI1 

Program Description. These Programs will 1.) expand school site recycling to include mixed paper recycling, 
2.) add a student project incentive awards program and puppet show to encourage students to consider waste 
diversion and the use of recycled products in their school projects, 3.) work with CIWMB staff to identify model 
award programs in schools. 

Program Barriert 
• No barriers to implementation are expected. 

Plan of Correction 
• Hauler/school district planning meeting (Jan-2005) 
■ Adopt plan of implementation (Feb-2005) 4. 
• Pre school year planning meeting with teachers, administrative staff and custodial staff (Feb-2005). 
■ Commence programs (Mar-2005) 

Monitoring and Reporting. 
• Hauler will report activity and statistics to City monthly. 
• City staff will report program activity to the City Council monthly. 
• City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
• City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 

NEW LARGE VENUE SPECIAL EVENTS PROGRAM (2080-RC-SPE) 

Program Description. The City and hauler are implementing programs with the Colorado River County Fair and 
the City of Blythe Annual Street. Fair to assist these large venues in developing their waste reduction plans and 
programs. The plans must include the waste materials to be targeted, measurable reduction goals, and a 
timeline. This is a new program mandated by AB 2176 (2004). The hauler provides 96 gallon carts to the Street 
Fair and collected solid waste and recyclables are to be taken to the MRF for processing. The hauler is also 
proceeding to negotiate with the Colorado River County Fair to process its solid waste and recyclables. 

Program Barriers. 
■ Contamination in some loads may prevent recycling. 

Plan of Correction 
■ Assist the large venues and events in developing their waste reduction plans and programs. 
• Process targeted recyclables and measure tons of diverted waste materials to reach reduction goals. 
• City to insure that space for recycling is designed in new buildings by not issuing building permits for 

development projects unless the project incorporates adequate storage for collecting and loading recyclable 
materials. 

Outreach Campaign. 
■ City to provide recycling and waste reduction information when issuing a large venue/event use permit. 
■ City and hauler to assist the large venues/events in reaching waste reduction goals. 

4. 
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Monitoring and Reporting. 
• Hauler will report activity and statistics to City monthly. 
• City staff will report program activity to the City Council monthly. 
• City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
• City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 

REVISED GREEN WASTE COLLECTION PROGRAM (3000-M-RCG. 3020-CM-00c)1 

Program Description. Green waste collection is offered to all residents and business establishments. A 
separate green waste container was to be provided and set out for residential collection, however, preliminary 
data indicates that the majority of green waste is already picked up by the hauler or taken to the landfill. 
Seasonal variation in tonnage and the size of green materials makes the use of containers infeasible. A boom 
truck, equipped with a grapple, picks up unbundled tree trimmings. Grass clippings are collected with trash at 
curbside and taken to the MRF at Quartzsite, Arizona. Currently, hauler collected green waste is processed at 
Quartzsite, Arizona and used as mulch. Self haul green waste is taken to the Blythe landfill for disposal. A 
preliminary proposal by the hauler was made to the Riverside County Waste Management Department to 
process all incoming green waste loads at the Blythe landfill. The City and hauler believe grinding at the landfill 
would maximize the opportunities for diverting processed green waste for alternate daily cover and other 
beneficial uses at the landfill. 

Program Barriers. 
• Grinding only small amounts of green waste collected by the hauler sub-optimizes the diversion of green 

waste. 
• Lack of a contract with Riverside County to establish a grinding operation at the Blythe landfill to make ADC 

and other beneficial materials. 
• Lack of local market outlets for mulch and other green material uses. 

Plan of Correctiojk 
• Attempt to come to an agreement with Riverside County to establish a grinding operation at the Blythe 

landfill.  
• Evaluate the feasibility of offering landscapers and gardeners differential pricing for delivering clean green 

loads to hauler facilities for processing for field mulching and horticulture uses. 

Outreach Campaign. 
i Initiate bilingual mailings to residents and businesses (Feb-2005) 
• Develop an outreach campaign to attract landscapers and gardeners to deliver green waste to hauler 

facilities instead of the Blythe landfill (Feb-2005). 
• Work with water agencies to promote the use of organics to save water and to build healthy soil. 

Monitoring and Reporting. 
• Hauler will report activity and statistics to City monthly. 
• City staff will report program activity to the City Council monthly. 
• City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
• City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 

EXPANDED E-WASTE PROGRAM (4100-SP-OTH) 

Program Description. Electronic waste (e-waste) collection service is provided to residents and businesses on 
an on-call or drop-off basis. E-waste is collected, packaged and shipped to a processing facility in Paramount, 
California. 

Program Barriers. 
• No barriers to implementation are expected. 

Plan of Correction. 
• Hauler conducts ongoing public outreach campaign (see below). 
• Hauler training of operators and customer service representatives 
• Hauler to implement a compliant program and seek cost reimbursements. 
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Outreach Campaign. 
■ Hauler prepares and distributes a bilingual public education flyer describing the program and encouraging 

residents and businesses to increase recycling of e-waste. 
■ The haulers newsletter will explain program participation requirements in detail to residential and business 

customers. 

Monitoring and Reporting. 
■ Hauler will report activity and statistics to City monthly. 
■ City staff will report program activity to the City Council monthly. .-.  ■ City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
■ City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 

CONSTRUCTION f,4  DEMOLITION PROGRAM (4060-SP-CD11 

Program Description. Source separated asphalt and concrete construction and demolition debris is recycled by 
the franchise hauler and processed as base material, shoulder material and rip rap. Commingled materials such 
as wood waste and metals are separated and the wood waste is processed for various beneficial uses. 

program Barriers. 
• Reluctance of some contractors, subcontractors and clean up crews to recycle C&D debris. 
• No local processing facilities for materials such as carpet, drywall, glass, flooring, plastic and roofing. 

Plan of Correction 
• Hauler collection of customer separated C&D materials in debris boxes 
• Hauler collection and sorting of commingled C&D waste at Quartzsite, Arizona MRF. 

Outreach Campaign 
• Hauler is developing additional guidelines for participation in the C&D diversion program (Feb-2005) 
• Hauler prepares information flyer master for distribution by City (Feb-2005) 
• City to distribute flyers in conjunction with CUP conditions and issuance of buildin§ permits, notifying owners 

and builders of City requirements and the C&D program (Mar-2005). 

Monitoring and Reporting. 
■ Hauler will report activity and statistics to City monthly. 
• City staff will report program activity to the City Council monthly. 
• City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
• City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 

NEW MATERIALS RECOVERY FACILITY PROGRAM (7000-FR-MRF, 2000-RC-CRB, 2030-RC-OPSI 

Program Description. A 20,000 square foot materials recovery facility has been built at Quartzsite, Arizona to 
process up to 300 tons per day of solid waste to recover aerosol cans, aluminum cans, aluminum foil, beverage 
cans, brochures, corrugated cardboard, cereal boxes, computer paper, coupons, egg cartons, food cans, glass, 
bottles and jars, glass cosmetic bottles, laundry detergent containers, ledger paper, magazines, newspaper, 
mixed paper, paper tubes, phone books, clean pizza boxes, plastic bottles, plastic milk jugs, tin cans, beverage 
containers, and bi-reretal cans. The new MRF will be capable of handling both multi and single stream 
recyclables. The MRF processes approximately 60 tons per day of solid waste for the City of Blythe. 

Program Barriers. 
• Contamination of some recyclables is expected during the processing of solid waste as materials are 

recovered. 

Plan of Correction 
■ Collect residential solid waste at curbside and in alleys for processing at the new Quartzsite, Arizona MRF 

(Jan-2005). 
■ Collect commercial on-site solid waste for processing at the new Quartzsite, Arizona MRF (Jan-2005). 

Outreach Campaign. 
■ Hauler's bilingual newsletters will be used to report progress of reaching diversion goals and explain 

recycling program participation to residents and businesses. 
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Monitoring and Reporting. 
• Hauler will report activity and statistics to City monthly. 
• City staff will report program activity to the City Council monthly. 
• City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
• City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 

The City's plan for implementing programs supporting diversion activities is as follows: 

EXPANDED MEDIA AND PUBLIC EDUCATION OUTREACH PROGRAM (5000-ED-ELC. 5010-ED-PRN. 5020- 
ED-OUT) 

Program Description. These programs will be conducted by the City and hauler to inform the public generally 
about the need for diversion and about specific Plan of Correction programs. 

Program Barriers. 
• No barriers to implementation are expected. 

Plan of Correction 
• The City will maintain a link on its website to haulers website for important diversion program information 

and program updates (Jan-2005). 
• Establish a speaker's bureau (City Council, City staff, hauler representative) to promote diversion and 

source reduction to community groups and homeowner associations (Jan-2005). 

Outreach Campaigq. , 
• The City will post informational flyers on the City Hall bulletin board announcing the program (Jan-2005). 
• The City Council will make special announcements at City Council meetings to inform the public about the 

program (Jan-2005) 
• The City will issue a special mailing to community organizations announcing the program (Feb-2005). 
• Hauler will prepare quarterly bilingual newsletters. 

Monitoring and Reporting. f 

• Hauler will report activity and statistics to City monthly. 
• City staff will report program activity to the City Council monthly. 
• City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
• City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 

REVISED C&D POLICY INCENTIVES (6020-PI-ORDI 

Program Description. Section 15.02.010 was added to the City of Blythe Municipal Code requiring that all work 
performed pertinent to construction and demolition shall be completed in the allotted time period. Further, the 
contract that Palo Verde Valley Disposal Service has with the City specifies that the hauler has exclusive right for 
all hauling of construction and demolition debris. Certain exceptions and restrictions may apply to specific 
projects. The hauler must sign off prior to issuance of a permit. 

Program Barriers. 
• Reluctance of some contractors, subcontractors and clean up crews to recycle C&D debris. 

t, 
Plan of Correction 
• Implement additional conditions and requirements through Planning and Building and Safety. 

Outreach Campaign. - 
• City and hauler are developing additional guidelines for participation in the C&D diversion program (Feb-

2005) 
• City to distribute flyers in conjunction with CUP conditions and issuance of building permits, notifying owners 

and builders of City requirements and the C&D program (Mar-2005). 

Monitorina and Reporting. • 
• Hauler will report activity and statistics to City monthly. 
• City staff will report program activity to the City Council monthly. . 
• City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
• City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 
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Section IIIA 
3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

During the initial Time Extension (for calendar years 2002, 2003, 2004), the City has worked closely with CIWMB 
staff, the local school district, the local construction industry and the franchise hauler to develop and implement 
specific programs contained in the Plan of Correction. Additionally, the hauler has spent several millions of dollars, 
out of pocket, to expand programs, services, equipment and facilities in an attempt to meet mandated diversion 
goals. 

Cooperation and Consultation with CIWMB Staff. The City requested direct assistance from CIWMB staff to review 
State Prison recycling programs for 5B75 compliance. CIWMB staff members met with City and hauler 
representative to discuss CIWMB staff assistance with prison diversion programs. CIWMB staff conducted a site visit 
to assess recycling programs at the State Prisons in the City (October 27, 2004). CIWMB staff has also participated 
in conference call meeting with the City and hauler to review the progress of programs and assist in the development 
of a strategy to achieve diversion rate compliance. 

Hauler Franchise Amendment. Over the course of 2003 and 2004, City staff and its hauler have worked closely to 
develop a residential and non-residential recycling plan (2000-RC-CRB, 2030-RC-OSP, 7000-FR-MRF) that includes 
programs and facilities that will enable the City to achieve compliance. The City and hauler negotiated an 
amendment to the franchise agreement incorporating these programs in July, 2004. The Parties finalized and 
executed the Amendment on August 1, 2004. 

Economic Incentives. The City staff and the hauler developed a proposal to include recycling fees in the City fee 
ordinance which was adopted by the City Council on August 1, 2004. The rate structure adopted for residential and 
non-residential services includes AB939 revenue to enable the City to fund public outreach programs (6010-PI-PRN). 

Quartzsite, Arizona Material Recovery Facility. The City Council, City staff and hauler developed a plan to upgrade 
the Quartzsite, Arizona processing facility to a multi-stream (dirty MRF) with single stream capabilities in June, 2004. 
The facility upgrade was undertaken to overcome the high levels of contamination occurring in the residential 
curbside recycling program (2000-RC-CRS) and to enhance diversion in the commercial recycling program (2030-
RC-OSP). The hauler financed the MRF though private funds, paid out of pocket. The MRF began operation in 
January, 2005. 

City Council Involvement. The City Council has been actively involved in the planning process. City staff and the 
hauler have given multiple presentations to the Council and the community (March 31, 2004, June 18, 2004). 
Individually Council Members have met with City staff and the City's hauler to assist in program development. 
Council Members participated in a pilot program to test the effectiveness of the residential curbside recycling service. 
The City Council reviewed and amendment to the hauler franchise agreement in multiple public sessions and 
ultimately approved the agreement. During the month of August, the hauler hosted tours for City Council Member 
and City staff of the Quartzsite, Arizona facilities (7000-FR-MRF). 

C&D Ordinance. A draft C&D ordinance was prepared and the local building industry reviewed the draft and gave 
comment. City staff, the City's hauler and the City Council met (March 16, 2004) to review the draft ordinance and 
consider alternative means of accomplishing the City's objective of achieving significant diversion of the heavy C&D 
fraction of the City's waste stream. Because such a large percentage of the C&D waste generated in the City is self-
hauled, the agreed direction was to modify the existing Municipal Code to require all generators to utilize the City's 
hauler for C&D waste. The City Council postponed the adoption of the C&D Ordinance in favor of alternate policy 
implementation. 

School District. The local school district has been cooperative in implementing and expanding campus recycling. 
The district practices grasscycling (1040-SR-SCH) and diverts office paper, OCC and containers (2050-RC-SCH). 
The hauler frequently meets with the school district personnel to seek support for increased diversion on school 
campuses. The hauler also provides multi-compartmented roll-off bins and wheeled cart for recycling at individual 
schools. 

Procurement Programs. The City staff has contacted other public agencies with facilities in the Palo Verde Valley for 
the purpose of a joint purchase pool arrangement for recycled content products. The joint effort is being evaluated 
and tentative arrangements are being finalized (1030-SR-PMT). 
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City Facilities. The City has implemented a number of programs designed to reduce or divert waste, all of which have 
been documented in previous AB939 compliance documents. ' 
• Paper reduction efforts including 2-sided copying of City Council agendas (1050-SR-GOV). 
• Posting of City Council agendas and meeting minutes on the City's website (1050-SR-GOV). 
• Use of bulletin boards and electronic mail to reduce paper (1050-SR-GOV). 
• Use of grasscycling at all City parks and facilities with turf (1000-SR-XGC). 
• Grinding of trimmings for use as landscape mulch (3060-CM-GOV). 
• Specifying that contracts for public works projects that involve repaving require contractors to recover and reuse 

paving materials as road base (1030-SR-PMT) 

Special Proorams & Events. The City's hauler operates seasonal collection events for telephone books, holiday trees 
and "Bulky" item collection events in which materials are sorted and diverted (2070-RC-SNL). 

City Hall Recycling. The hauler provides the City multi-compartmented roll-off bins, 2 and 3 cubic yard bins and carts 
for enhanced recycling at City facilities, including parks. 

The City has formed a cohesive team (City Council, City staff and City hauler) to participate in the problem-solving 
process with the knowledge and capabilities to implement the programs to reach the 50% diversion goal. 
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4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

Supportive documentation and pictures will be found in Attachment 2. 

The City is impacted by the State Prison levels of diversion activities and the amounts of waste disposed at the Blythe 
landfill. The 2003 Annual Reports for both Ironwood State Prison (161) and Chuckawalla Valley State Prison (362) 
note that the inmate population had a combined increase of 750 inmates resulting in larger landfill loads and diversion 
rates. The increased landfill load tonnages have been published in the Disposal Reporting System (DRS) data and 
charged to the City of Blythe. The additional disposal tonnage from the prisons negatively affects the overall 
diversion calculation for the City. Further, the additional diversion at tie prisons is not included in the City generation 
rate therefore; it is unclear what benefit the City incurs when the prisons increase their diversion rates. The City has 
requested that the CIWMB staff assist the City in assessing the positive and negative impacts the State Prisons have 
on the City's ability to achieve the 50% diversion rate. 

The City and hauler are evaluating pulping food waste, following the practices used by the prisons, by combining 
sewage sludge and pulped food waste for land application. In addition, the hauler is collecting data from Imperial 
Western Products (IWP) to determine the amount of fats, oils and other food wastes and agriculture crop residues 
collected and diverted by the Company. IWP produces cattle feed, compost, boiler fuel, soaps, bio-diesel fuel and 
other beneficial products. 

FOOD WASTE COMPOSTING PROGRAM (3040-CM-FWCJ 

Program Description. Ironwood and Chuckawalla Valley State Prisons pulp food waste and combine it with 
sludge for land application. Imperial Western Products (IWP) recycles various food wastes and agriculture crop 
residues to manufacture products for may varied beneficial uses. 

Program Barriers. 
• The lack of reliable data on the processing of food wastes and agriculture crop residues. 
• Lack of data and information on the application of food pulp/sludge from the State Prisons. 

Plan of Correction 
• City and hauler to investigate the feasibility of expanding existing food waste diversion programs at the 

prisons and IWP facilities in the Coachella Valley. 
• CIWMB staff and City to develop guidelines for program participation. 

Outreach Campaign. 
• Develop a verification and outreach program with commodity haulers, the food processing industry and the 

prisons. 

Monitoring and Reporting. 
• City staff will report progress to CIWMB staff monthly. 
• City Staff will submit CIWMB 1066 Time Extension status reports as required. 
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JUL-26-2005 00:29 P.01 

From: Jim Rodkey [mailto:jwrjr@gte.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 29, 2005 11:42 AM 
To: Vargas, Melissa 
Cc: Gordon Beers (E-mail); PRyan67356@aol, corn (E-mail); Cruz, Kaoru 
Subject: RE: revise TE app 

Hi Melissa, 

Just a quick note to state that the City of Blythe will add prisons to our supporting programs in an 
effort to work with the local state prisons and CIWMB staff to further explore and capture their 
waste. This should be an element of our new extension application. If you have any questions or 
require further information, please let me know. 

Jim Rodkey, Public Works Director 
City of Blythe 
440 S. Main St. 
Blythe, CA 92225 

TOTAL P.01 
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Original Message  
From: Kevin Nelson [mailto:knelson@cityofblythe.ca.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 21, 2005 1:38 PM 
To: Vargas, Melissa 
Subject: Siting of grinder 

Melissa, 

Jim Rodkey is gone this week on vacation. In his absence, I would like 
to request that our application be amended to reflect moving the 
grinder from the County Landfill in Blythe to the Quartzsite location. 
Please call if you have any questions. 

Thanks, 

Kevin Nelson 
Assistant Public Works Director 

 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Kevin Nelson [mailto:knelson@cityofblythe.ca.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 21, 2005 1:38 PM 
To: Vargas, Melissa 
Subject: Siting of grinder 
 
Melissa, 
 
Jim Rodkey is gone this week on vacation.  In his absence, I would like 
to request that our application be amended to reflect moving the 
grinder from the County Landfill in Blythe to the Quartzsite location.  
Please call if you have any questions. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Kevin Nelson 
Assistant Public Works Director 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Board Meeting 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Agenda Item 7 
Attachment 

To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this form and 
return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections 1, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-E3 and V. 

Seetiart ..:.JOti* Oti tiiefiiiikiiii*i4::Cetlft ... ..... ...,. .... .....„..... ........,  ... 
AP,O,s 00.0t.:• • .    • .,4„:4;mr, ... .i.-.,  

' • 
 ..... : 

13,  :::,i,:ii..• - :   

• - .:. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 

Jurtsd)ction Name 

Fillmore 

County 

Ventura 

A el:Signat?rr\ 
\ 
\ 

ii. . 

Title 

Sod Waste Coordinator / Resource Manager 

1)ye/PrInt Name of Person Signing 

811Bartela 

Date 

2/14i06 

Phone 

(805) 524-1500 ext. 321 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type 

all Bartels 

Title  

Solid Waste Coordinator] Resource Manager 

Phone E-mail 

52.1-I500 ext. 321 

., 

Address 

BBartalage.fillmere.a.us  

. 

Fax

(B06) 
(B05) 524-5707 

Haling Address 

250 Centre] Avenue 

City 

Fillmore 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

93015 
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This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. . ,: -t: 

........... . %:gN:... 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. . 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested 2004 _2003, 

Is this a second request? ❑ No Yes Specific years requested. _2005 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? 0 No 0 Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION , i A  
' ! ! • ,. 

Within this section, discuss youriurisdiction's progress in implementThg diVersion programs that . . 
were:planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates `!good faith -     
effort." The CIWMB shall-determine yOuriurisdiction's progress in denionstrating:!tiOdlaitil 
effort"' toWards:Cornplying with AB 939:-' N6t0: The answers to each question' ihoul.'.'s'Y'- 'c't,: ' ,...  :,  
comprehensive and:pto* e eci,fic details regarding0fOlUrlsdidiion*Aituation. . . 

Akki    
...,t ..-. ,f.*.' Attach additional sheets if necessarY=pleaS

W  
e reference each response to the appropriate cell e.g.; 111A:=' 1' 

.. . ,- • . :z.:' • NO> 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

see attached sheet 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

This additional request for time is a result of identification of additional barriers and also challenges of personnel 
shift, coordination of services and reorganization within City staff. Additional goals attached to the City's 
franchise agreement and additonal measurement tools for that agreement will allow for accurate assessment of 
expanded programs. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

3. The City has been increasing access to recycling and resource recovery since the inception of its diversion 
efforts. The Waste Board has recognized the City's effort with each biannual review. Increases in level of service 
for resource recovery, diversion and recycling in all sectors of the City's waste stream are evidence of this good 
faith effort. The City Council's ongoing support for these efforts is also evidenced by the recent increase in funding 
for diversion programming and HHW collection. The new franchise hauler collection parameters adopted in 
November 2004 set the basis of improved diversion. This extension will allow the City to demonstrate improvement 
in real tons as the coordinated systems come into play. 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

4. Adoption of ordinance 99-742 created the legislative authority of City officials to increase the levels of diversion 
within the current program scheme. Renegotiation of the City's waste hauler contract completed in November of 
2004 established new goals for diversion and methods to meet those goals. This extension will allow those 
programs to be in place with reporting as evidence of improved diversion. It is the City Council's direction to this 
community that each parcel be responsible for the waste footprint created by activities on that parcel. The 
ordinance, supporting documentation, planning documents (general plan updates, specific plans, subdivision plans, 
and all construction) and all waste hauler documentation all support this directive from the Council. With each 
additional period for assessment and adjustment, the City comes closer to integrating management of recycling, 
diversion and waste at all levels of the community. 
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This eMegitigagd& PO completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative lOggell! 

c.- 
. 

'' 
. A. 

. ,4 
'''' i' ' .„ 

. 
Requirement (ADR)r te!:( ., 

MC , •lz • • • 
dl: 11  '  men .4,,-.1,:ze- ...-.7,i , 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

►ZI Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. . 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

I Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested 2004 _2003, 

Is this a second request? ❑ No [2] Yes Specific years requested. _2005 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies).  

Specific ADR requested _ %, for the years_ . 

Is this a second ADR request? 1:1 No • Yes Specific ADR requested _ %, for the 
years ..... 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within thit: section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in impleMentinth rSion programs that 
were planned to achjeve '50%. PrOvide any;additional information that demonstrates "g0pd faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jUrisdiction'S efforts in dernonstiOliidgOod‘faith 
effort" towards complying with ,AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
cornprehensive and provide specific details rcgOitlinghe jurisdictisiiii'S situation. 
Atthch additional sheets if necessary—please reference eaCkieSpoithe to the appropriate cell number (e:g.; .111B-1.). .- --- . . - . 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION . 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The .:, .. 
'description of the actions the jurisdiction will tak6lo meet the 50% goal 
Extension. • 

`'Attach additionallshets if necessary „ „ ,..- .•  ;.- r-; -r . 

. 

plan is fundatileti 

- • - :. 

, -,,,,,. ::: ..-, 4,,,.N. n-,,, ‘..„ 

-a•• '--5—' --- 
- - opi ix  ' - ..  

-.-- :61 4.-- ' 
 -  

by the-expir . — 
.„--- ---:; 

„ . 

Residential `)/0 32 Non-residential % 68 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

2000 RC-CRB EXPAND 

RESIDENTIAL CURBSIDE: Increase size available of 
recycling containers to all accounts as needed or 
requested. (300 tons) 

SRF/USE 
FEE 

July 2005 2% 

2000 RC-CRB EXPAND 

Increased access to curbside recycling for MULTI-
FAMILY UNITS AND MOBIL HOME PARKS (2 MOBIL 
HOME FACILITIES (323 UNITS) AND 290 
APARTMENT LIVING UNITS1(150 tons) 

SRF/USE 
FEE 

March 2005 1% 

2000 RC-CRB Expand 

LARGE APARTMENT COMPLEXES (GREATER THAN 
5 UNITS) (384 LIVING UNITS) NEW RECYCLING 
SERVICES (150 tons) 

SRF/USE 
FEE 

March 2005 1% 

2030 RC-OSP EXPAND 

COMMERCIAL ON SITE PICKUP: continued expansion 
of program (660 tons) SRF/USE 

FEE 
March 2005 4.4% 

2040 RC-SFH Expand 

COMMERCIAL SELF HAUL: DOCUMENTATION OF 
TONS AND DISPOSITION WITH A REQUIRED 
RECYCLING COMPONENT. (750 tons) 

SRF/USE 
FEE 

July 2005 5% 

2040 RC-SFH Expand 

C and D specific recycling and diversion planning and 
documentation on new development approx 300 units 
(2100 tons) 

SRF/Use 
Fee 

July 2005 14% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
27.4% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 32% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 59.4% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

MANDATORY SERVICE 
ORDINANCE 99-742 

Expanded REQUIRES ALL PARCELS TO ASSESS AND MANAGE WASTE 
STREAM WITH MAXIMISED RECYCLING REQUIRED (Business 
license review systems to be revamped for better coordination) 

July 2005 

INTERDIVISION COORDINATION EXPANDED INSTITUTIONALIZED COORDINATION BETWEEN ALL 
DIVISIONS HAVING REGULATORY AUTHORITY OVER WASTE 
STREAMS. (ENGINEERING, PLANNING, BUILDING AND 
SAFETY, ADMIN, AND SOLID WASTE) 

July 2005 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT - ,-..f .-.1::-,* • • 4t T L 
• 

_Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction;Will'use to achieve the ADR. , ..  
Aftch additional sheets if necessary. ...  

• • • 

-,. 

Residential % Non-residential 1)/o 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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,,iiiiiirx7,3 
E F J''Pi,--- 

" :=T---Ti,  xvIt , , g 
,I 

 
Section V — PARIS • , - 

Qffice of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning,Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of yourreOUeSt. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions' to the program itnpleMentation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the aPplication the Jurisdiction's PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions. ..- .  

,. - • 
Cdiiia'at your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIO or go to 
the Board's website at www.ciwrrib.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARISL  
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Section IIIA — Time Extension 1) The City of Fillmore has progressively increased 
access to resource recovery and recycling. However, constraints to meeting the 50% goal 
resulted in an initial request for extension. That request was granted and programs were 
adjusted to seek greater diversion. This additional request for time is a result of 
identification of additional barriers and also challenges of personnel shift, coordination of 
services and reorganization. Since 2000, in partnership with the City's sole franchise 
hauler and other resource recovery and recycling programs, the amount of waste stream 
material that has been delivered to sorting facilities (mfrs) or diversion sites has 
increased. The following programs are identified to meet the City's 50% diversion goal. 

1) Program: Residential Curbside — 2000 — RC — CRB 
The franchise hauler will provide new, larger (96 gallon) barrels as needed and by request 
throughout the City. In addition, multi family units and large apartment complexes will 
receive additional levels of service to appropriately manage divertible waste streams to 
recycling. Field audits will measure the level of need. 

Barrier: Negotiation of new contract parameters though begun in May of 2004 was not 
completed until November of 2004. New contract and its implementation will be 
completed in July of 2005. Contract review will be completed in September of 2005. 

Goal: An additional 600 tons of diverted recyclables. 

Process: Barrel replacement and appropriate service levels for residential and multi- 
family units. • 

Measurement: Increasing from 600 tons to a target of 900 tons of diverted material from 
single-family accounts and an additional 150 tons from multi family accounts. It is also 
expected that large apartment complexes will add another 150 tons of diversion to the 
recycling effort. 

2) Program: Commercial on site pickup 2030 — RC - OSP 
Currently 35% of the City's commercial waste stream is processed. This is an increase 
from 3% with the initial extension. The new contract parameters with the City's 
franchise hauler will increase the waste stream processing to 55%. 

Barrier: Negotiation of new contract parameters though begun in May of 2004 was not 
completed until November of 2004. New contract and its implementation will be 
completed in July of 2005. Contract review will be completed in September of 2005. 

Goal: An additional 660 tons of diverted recyclables. 

Process: Increase in available access to processing and recovery and diversion of all bin 
rental accounts. 

Measurement: A clear increase in levels of diversion with the goal of an additional 660 
tons of material diverted of a 4.4% increase in diversion. 

Page 1 of 4 
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3) Program: Commercial Self Haul 2040 — RC - SFH 
Three large companies in the City have alternative methods of management of waste 
stream materials. Current levels of reported diversion are expected to increase by 750 
tons with the improvement of reporting with these diversion activities. Business 
Licensing requires accurate reporting. New business licensing cycles will be completed 
by July 2005 with reporting requirements coordinated between divisions. 

Barrier: In 2000 the City instituted supporting legislation to require reporting from 
alternative diversion methods. However, the subsequent coordination between divisions 
to require acceptable methods of reporting did not work. New organizational systems, 
data systems, personnel and coordination are now being coordinated for the business 
licensing cycle, which begins July 1, 2005. This cycle will require reporting for 2004. 

Goal: An additional 750 tons of diverted recyclables. 

Process: Retooling of division coordination for business license review. 

Measurement: A clear increase in levels of diversion with the goal of an additional 750 
tons of material diverted or a 5% increase in diversion. 

4) Program: Commercial on site pickup 2030 — RC — OSP (Specific C and D for new 
construction) 
Construction and demolition specific recycling and diversion planning and 
documentation on new development and redevelopment, approximately 300 units. 

Barrier: No Barriers. This is new diversion and a new project. 

Goal: An additional 2100 tons of diverted recyclables. 

Process: As part of approvals, planning and diversion reporting specific to each unit will 
be addressed. These units are part of several approved projects. 

Measurement: A clear increase in levels of diversion with the goal of an additional 2100 
tons of material diverted or a 14% increase in diversion. 

Programs Supporting Diversion Activities 
In addition to expansion of existing programs, supporting programs either identified by 
the initial 1066 or coming to the fore as impacting programs are part of this extension 
request. 

1) Program: Expansion of mandatory service ordinance 9-742 
Business license review systems for resource management of divertible materials to be 
revamped for better coordination. 

Page 2 of 4 
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Barrier: Changes in personnel, tracking programs and City division reorganization all 
have been contributing factors to completion of this ongoing process. 

Goal: Board accepted tracking of all waste streams from all parcels within the City 

Process: Assessment and diversion planning for each parcel with each renewal or initial 
application for a business license, creation of housing unit or change in system 
management of waste and recyclable flows. 

Measurement: Board acceptable documentation for all divertible quantities of material as 
part of the system coordination out comes. 

2) Program: Interdivision coordination 
Institutionalized coordination between all divisions having regulatory authority of waste 
streams. (Engineering, planning, building and safety, solid waste and administration) 

Barrier: City reorganization and personnel shifts. 

Goal: Board accepted tracking of all waste streams from all parcels within the City 

Process: Assessment and diversion planning for each parcel with each renewal or initial 
application for a business license, creation of housing unit, new construction or change in 
system management of waste and recyclable flows. 

Measurement: Board acceptable documentation for all divertible quantities of material as 
part of the system coordination out comes. 

3) Program: Procurement 
Adopt a procurement policy and purchase recycled content products where feasible. 

Barrier: Council directed staff to expedite this process after a long period of stalled 
negotiation in November of 2004. Final adoption is slated for late February 2005. 

Goal: Adopt a procurement policy and purchase recycled content products where 
feasible. 

Process: Interdepartmental procurement processes to be coordinated so that the policy 
reflects support from all divisions. 

Measurement: Certification of recycled content purchasing in all divisions. 

4) Program: New Base Year 2003 
Certify a new base year for 2003. 

Barrier: None. New base year has not been certified since the original. 

Page 3 of 4 
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Goal: Certify a new base year for 2003 which more accurately depicts the City's waste 
disposal and diversion tons. 

Process: Certification of new base year using the Waste Board's tools and procedures. 
Process initiated in January 2004. Expected to be completed with the review of the 2003 
annual report. 

Measurement: Actual diversion supported by tons reported or certified methods of 
assessment. Actual diversion more accurately calculated. 

5) Program: Public Education support for all new and enhanced programs. 
Expand bilingual public education to support all resource recovery, recycling and waste 
diversion programs. Using Newsletters, City web page, City published calendar, 
franchise hauler newsletter, local press, and local public television along with regional 
advertising partnerships, each program will be specifically supported in both English and 
Spanish. 

Barrier: Delivery of current bilingual information is not reaching multi-family tenants. 
As part of the November 2004 contract renegotiation, the franchise hauler agreed to make 
this information available to tenants as well as owners. 

Goal: To make the already existing bilingual public education materials more readily 
available to all stakeholders. Material inclusion in the above mentioned access points by 
electronic means are currently in process. 

Measurement: Actual evidence of publication and presence in the sectors described in 
above. 

Page 4 of 4 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

Fora Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, III-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Loma Linda 

County 

San Bernardino 

Authorized Signature 

'-'-----i— e---1—L  

TItia 

Public Works Director/ City Engineer \ r  

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

T. Jarb Thalpejr 

Date 

Septemter 30, 2004 (Revised May 2005) 

goon 

(909) 799-4401 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Lynette Arreola 

Title 

Administrative Secretary 

Phon 

(009)799-4402 

E-mail Address 

kfte0141kmainclagov 

Fax 

(909)799-2891 

Mailing Address 

25541 !Barton Road 

City 

Loma Linda 

State 

Ca 

ZIP Code 

92354 

Board Meeting
August 16-17, 2005

Agenda Item 7
Attachment 9

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line



P . 02 JUL-25-2005 01: 00 

Agenda Item 7 
Attachment 9 

Board Meeting 
August 16-17, 2005 

Section II---Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been tiled by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

■ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

(81 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested 2005 

Is this a second request? ❑ No it. Yes Specific years requested. 2 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

■ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested % for the years_  

Is this a second ADR request? 0 No u Yes Specific ADR requested _ % for the 
years 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional Information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort" The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g„ IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 60% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 
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Background 
The City's SRRE identified residential, commercial, and multifamily recycling and school and government 
composting programs. 

Since the writing of the SRRE, the City prioritized Its recycling efforts to first focus on implementing recycling in the 
residential single-family sector and then on composting. 

By the year 2000, the City fully implemented a citywide single-family curbside recycling and green waste collection 
programs and started a pilot multifamily recycling program that consisted of 8 multifamily complexes. In 2000, the 
City had begun a commercial recycling campaign to identify and target its largest commercial waste generators. 

The City did not meet its diversion goals in the year 2000 because the City had not expanded its multifamily 
recycling citywide. In addition, the recycling campaign was underway in the commercial sector and the City had not 
yet implemented its commercial recycling programs. For those reasons, the City submitted an application to the 
Board for a time extension (TE) in 2001 to request additional time to fully-implement those programs. 

The City's TE Plan of Correction identified new recycling, composting and reuse programs that were not listed in 
the SRRE. The most notable of the new programs was the commercial and multifamily Wet/Dry MRF. The City 
anticipated an increase of 10% in the City's overall diversion rate through the Wet/Dry MRF. 

The TE Plan of Correction also called for instituting a Construction and Demolition (C&D) Ordinance which would 
have resulted in 15% overall waste diversion. 

• Wet/Dry MRF 
The City based its anticipated diversion estimate on the premise that the dry MRF route would include the top five 
businesses that generated the largest quantities of mixed fiber. Those businesses included Loma Linda Medical 
Center, Loma Linda University, Veterans Hospital, and the local supermarkets. While these businesses already 
established recycling programs in house, they had potential to expand their recycling efforts through the WeVDry 
MRF program. However, between the summer of 2000 and the time, the City began the Pilot Wet/Dry MRF 
program in the spring of 2002, those businesses chose to expand their recycling efforts by using their own 
resources. Those generators had also implemented source reduction programs, which in turn reduced the quantity 
of fiber they disposed. Accordingly, when the City's waste hauler designed the dry collection routes, those 
generators chose not to participate in the pilot program and as such, were not included in the pilot WeVOry MRF 
route. As a result, the Wet/Dry pilot program did not have the benefit of realizing the diversion from those 
generators. 
The City's pilot Wet/Dry MRF route included 224 accounts of which, 136 were multifamily complexes, and 88 were 
commercial accounts that consisted of professional offices and retail stores. The pilot program began during the 
week of April 29, 2002 and lasted through the week of June 2, 2002. 

As the pilot program progressed, the hauler dropped multifamily units from the route because the loads contained 
significant amount of contaminants. By May 20, 2002, the hauler excluded all multifamily units the route. 

The pilot collection route achieved an 8.9% recovery rate, (combined aggregate inclusive of multifamily and 
commercial loads) which represents less than 1% of the City's overall diversion, To implement a full phase wet/dry 
MRF collection program in the commercial sector, the City would have needed to increase the waste collection 
rates to businesses by nearly 45 percent to offset the waste haulers additional operational costs, The City could 
not Justify such an s increase to realize minimal waste diversion. 

Instead, the City chose to end the pilot program temporarily to re-examine the selected Wet/Dry MRF route and re-
design the route that would be cost effective and conducive to achieving maximum waste diversion. The City also 
wanted to consider other waste diversion strategies such as source separation in the commercial and multifamily 
sectors of the City. 

(Continued on additional sheets total 4 sheets) 
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2. Why does yourlurlsdIction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances 
the Jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City Is requesting a time extension time to accomplish the following: 
• Re-design the Wet/Dry MRF routes 
• Establish a cost effective commercial green waste Hood waste collection route 
• Identify reasonably priced green waste/composting facilities that are in close proximity to the City 
• Fully Implement the multifamily and commercial source separated recycling program 

In 

3. Describe your Jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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• The City held a grand opening for the City Community Garden in May 2002. The community garden 
consists of 53 square lots measuring eight feet long by 8 feet wide. The City encourages the use of organic mulch 
and compost in the gardens. The City hosts short gardening seminars on soil fertility and composting throughout 
the year. The City publishes a quarterly Community Gardening Newsletter to inform residents about various 
community garden events. The City also publishes information about the Community Garden on the City web site at 
http://www.d.loma-linda.ca.ust  
• In 2000 the City implemented a pilot multifamily recycling program which serviced 5 complexes. The pilot 
program is successful, and the franchised hauler coordinates with those apartment complex managers several 
times during the year to offer expand the recycling services. This Is an ongoing effort. 
• In May 2002, the City and the franchised hauler developed a recycling implementation plan to target 
additional multi-family units. The City targeted apartment complexes that consist of 25 dwelling units or more. 
• In the fall of 2002, the City franchised hauler contacted apartment complex managers by phone to discuss 
recycling opportunities at the complex. The hauler mailed follow up letters to each apartment manager discussing 
the need to recycle and explaining the financial benefits of recycling versus disposal. As an incentive to recycle, 
the hauler offered a 20% discounted rate for the first 30 days to afford the complex managers the time to evaluate 
the recycling program. 
• The City franchise hauler Implemented a pilot Wet/Dry MRF Program in the spring of 2002. 

• Loma Linda University and Medical Center has engaged in extensive recycling programs. However, the 
University Medical Center Nutritional Center and Dormitory has additional opportunities to recycle glass, bi-metal 
containers and plastics, which are currently being disposed. The City required the franchise hauler to meet with the 
University and Medical Center to establish a recycling program to divert those materials. 

• The City franchised hauler offered Loma Linda Academy and Bryn Mawr Elementary Schools additional 
recycling services. 

• In the fall of 2002, the City and the franchised hauler developed a recycling campaign to target the 
business sector. In October 2002, the City sent letters to small business owners. The City requested that 
businesses support the City's effort to divert waste from landfills. Additionally the City sent business owners 
recycling information about what could be recycled. 

• The City required the hauler to contact each business by telephone to promote business recycling and to 
identify a recycling service that would best meet the needs of each individual business. 
• In December 2002, the City included a recycling survey with the City's Business License Renewal 
Application mailers. The City mailed recycling surveys to 400 businesses in the City. The City used the information 
compiled from the survey responses to target recycling in the commercial sector. 

• The City required Waste Management, the hauler for the Veteran's Administration hospital, to meet with 
hospital administrators and suggest methods to expand the hospital recycling program. 

• In October 2002, the city environmental consultants met with representatives from the Landscape 
Department at Loma Linda University Medical Center to offer suggestions to the University to expand their existing 
composting efforts. The City consultants Identified additional composting opportunities that the University can 
implement. These opportunities include establishing a composting collection program for all food waste and 
composite paper generated by the Nutritional Services Department. 
• In December 2002, the City established the City's recycling web site. 
• In December 2002, the City and the hauler initiated a tracking system to monitor the success of the 
business and multi-family recycling efforts. The hauler maintains a customer-tracking service database for 
commercial and multi-family complexes. The City maintains a business license database for businesses in the 
City. 
• In 2003, the City tracked business-recycling efforts through the business license program. 
• The City adopted a Construction and Demolition Resolution. In December 2002, the City implemented the 
Construction and Demolition recycling program through the City Building and Safety project approval process. 

• The City and hauler jointly contribute recycling related subject matter articles to the Lorna Linda Report. 
• In 2001, the City purchased desk side recycling containers far all staff in City Hall. The Public Works 
Department provided recycling trainings to all City staff on what can be recycled. The Public Works Department 
provides City staff with periodic e-mail reminders on what can be recycled. 
• In 2002, the City purchased a split three container-recycling unit for paper, aluminum cans and plastics for 
the City Hall common area outside the City Council Chambers. 
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4. Provide any additional relevant Information that supports the request. 

In addition to the list good faith efforts listed above, the City has also accomplished the following: 
❑ In September 2003 the City conducted a review of the residential recycling program. Upon review of the 
waste haulers monthly recycling tonnage reports provided to the City, the City noted that the residential sector's 
waste diversion was predominately achieved through green waste diversion. The City's goal was to increase the 
quantity of recyclables collected through the residential sector. Accordingly, the City focused on a concerted effort 
to increase the residential diversion tonnage through the implementation of a public information campaign, which 
included developing a recycling commercial for air on local cable television. The City used the Boy Scouts to 
distribute information packets to single family houses on how to recycle. The recycling packet included a letter from 
the City, and a bin sticker that would depict the types of recyclables that residents could place in the recycling 
containers. 

❑ The City also noted that the hauler collected recyclables in grey containers or green containers with grey 
lids and that the hauler collected garbage in blue and black containers or in green containers with black lids. The 
non-uniformity of color for each collection type appeared to have caused confusion as to which bin residents were 
to use for recycling. To resolve that problem, the City directed the waste hauler to change out the carts in 
accordance with the following uniform standard for carts in the City of Loma Linda: 

o Blue for trash, solid color 

o Green for green waste, solid color 

o Grey for recyclables, solid color 

7 The City and hauler jointly contribute recycling related subject matter articles to the Loma Linda Chamber 
Newsletter, which is distributed to all Loma Linda residents and to all Chamber business members. 

f] In 2001, the City purchased desk side recycling containers for all staff in City Hall. The Public Works 
Department provided recycling trainIngs to all City staff on what can be recycled. The Public Works Department 
provides City staff with periodic e-mail reminders on what can be recycled. 

I I In 2002, the City purchased a split three container-recycling unit for paper, aluminum cans and plastics for 
the City Hall common area outside the City Council Chambers. 

IF In 2003, the City implemented an incineration route. The City charges an AB 939 fee and a waste to 
energy fee to businesses that do not recycle. The fees are intended to encourage businesses to recycle. It is 
important to note that the Board DRS does not reflect tonnage sent to waste to energy facilities for Loma Linda in 
2003. Upon review of the hauler records, the hauler advised the City that the tonnage from Loma Linda sent to 
waste to energy facilities was inadvertently assigned to the City of Moreno Valley. The City sent approximately 
2,800 tons to WTE in 2003. The City is working with the hauler and the County to resolve this problem 

Issues. A letter from the City's waste hauler acknowledging this issue is attached. 
U The City may encounter legal/contractual contraints on the control over its waste stream destination. The 
City has existing long term agreements that specify waste flow destination to identified landfill facilities. These legal 
constraints may Impact the ability to fully implement waste diverson programs such as composting, transformation 
and waste to energy. 
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Commercial Reeyeline (Source Sevarateda 
In the fall of 2002, the City and the franchised hauler developed a recycling campaign to 
target the business sector. In October 2002, the City sent letters to businesses that did not 
have a recycling account with the hauler. The City requested that the businesses support 
the City's effort to divert waste from landfills through recycling. Information about what 
could be recycled was also included with the letter, After the City mailed the letters, the 
hauler contacted each business by telephone and in person to promote business recycling 
and to identify a recycling service that would best meet the needs of each individual 
business. While the hauler did present the cost benefits of adding recycling service and 
reducing the level of trash service, the business owners did not respond favorably to 
adding a recycling service. 

To overcome this barrier, in December 2002, the City 400 recycling surveys to 
businesses in the City to determine the type of recycling effort would be most efficient 
and acceptable to each business. In February 2003, the City compiled the survey 
responses and provided the hauler the survey information. 

In May through October 2003, the hauler and the City joined efforts to contact the 
businesses that expressed an interest in recycling to offer recycling services. 

In 2004-2005, the City will send a second letter to all businesses to ask for their 
participation in the City's overall recycling effort. The hauler will follow-up the City's 
efforts and contact each business to further encourage businesses to add recycling 
services to their existing waste service. 

Multifamily Recycling (Source Separated) 
In May 2002, the City and the waste hauler jointly developed a recycling implementation 
plan to target the multi-family sector. (The City discussed the details of the 
implementation in the 1066 quarterly updates.) 

The multifamily recycling plan targeted multi-family complexes that consisted of 25 
units or more. There were a total of 20 multi-family communities (complexes) with 25 or 
more units. This target group included 8 complexes that were already participants in 
2000 pilot multifamily recycling program. 

In November and December of 2002, the hauler initiated the campaign to promote 
multifamily recycling. The hauler contacted the managers of the 20 multifamily 
complexes by telephone to encourage recycling at their complex. The hauler explained 
the cost benefits to include a recycling collection service and reduce the existing level of 
trash collection service. The hauler also offered a discounted introductory recycling 
service rate to encourage complex managers and owners to implement a recycling 
program for a 30-day trial period. 

Of the 20 apartment complex managers that the hauler contacted, only one complex 
manager requested recycling services. The remaining 19 complex managers were either 
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skeptical about recycling or did not have the authority to make decisions for the complex 
owners. 

To overcome this problem, the City and the hauler launched a joint campaign to further 
encourage recycling in the multifamily sector. The City sent letters to the complex 
managers/owner requesting their participation in assisting the City meet the diversion 
goals. The hauler also continued to offer an economic incentive to add recycling services. 

The City and hauler also extend offers to conduct recycling presentations to complex 
Boards of Directors, tenants associations and community committees. Additionally, 
because a significant portion of the City's multifamily tenant population either attends the 
Loma Linda University or works at the Medical Center, the City will attempt to make 
recycling presentations and distribute recycling information through the Loma Linda 
University Student Union Groups and Medical Center employee associations. The city 
posted multifamily recycling information on the City Web site. 

Composting Program 
In the summer of 2000, City consultants conducted a study of the diversion activities at 
Loma Linda University and Loma Linda University Medical Center. The purpose for the 
study was to identify existing waste diversion activities currently in place at the 
University and Medical Center and to identify additional opportunities for waste 
diversion. At the time of the study, the University and Medical Center had implemented 
recycling, reuse, source reduction, mulching, and composting programs in various 
departments and had planned to expand those programs in the future. 

The study had identified additional diversion opportunities that the University and 
Medical Center could undertake to divert more waste. In particular, the University 
Medical Center had a unique opportunity to incorporate food wastes from the Nutritional 
Services Department into the green waste/composting program that the Landscape 
Department had already established. The Nutritional Services Department could compost 
approximately 15.5 tons of food wastes annually. 

At the direction of the City, in November 2002 the City's waste diversion Consultant met 
with representatives from the two Medical Center departments to provide them technical 
assistance on how to achieve the composting of food wastes. To collect food wastes the 
Nutritional Services Department would need to have storage space for the food waste 
collection containers. Additionally, to meet the requirements of the health and safety 
code, the Nutritional Services Department would need to empty the containers several 
times a week. 

The major obstacle to implementing this composting program was the added cost to the 
Medical Center. The Nutritional Services Department and the Loma Linda University 
Housekeeping Department would need to need to purchase a collection vehicle and 
employ at least one additional staff to collect and haul the food waste from the 
Nutritional Center area to the composting area located nearly 3 miles away from the 
Nutritional Center. The University and the Medical center are private institutions that do 
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not have auxiliary financial resources to implement food waste collection. Savings that 
would result from the cost of disposal would be sufficient to offset the one time cost to 
purchase a new collection vehicle or the cost for ongoing labor. Likewise, the offset in 
disposal costs would not be adequate to cover the costs of contracted services should if 
the University and Medical Center choose to outsource that service. 

To overcome this obstacle, in January 2003 the City's waste diversion consultant advised 
the City that the Medical Center could accomplish food waste composting by being 
participants in a citywide food waste/green waste collection route that would consist of a 
consortium of other businesses such as the local supermarkets, restaurants and the VA 
Hospital. 

In February of 2003, the City directed the wasted hauler to develop a green waste/food 
waste collection route that would collect green waste and food wastes from the VA 
Hospital, the University, the Medical Center, supermarkets and restaurants and deliver 
the materials to the nearby green waste, compost, grinding and mulching facilities_ 

Because of the new South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) new rules for 
Emission Reduction from Composting and Related Operations the City and hauler has 
faced a challenge with finding a properly permitted composting, mulching, or chipping 
facility in close proximity to the City. 

(In fact, in 2002, the waste hauler had to find a new processing facility for the residential 
green wastes because AQMD required Inland Empire Composting cease operations until 
they complied with the new permitting rules. The waste hauler then took the green waste 
to USA BioMass. The AQMD also required USA BioMass to comply with the proper 
permitting and it too shut down operations. In October, the hauler began shipping the 
green wastes to Tierra Verde Industries in Irvine. The waste hauler assumed additional 
costs for transporting the green waste to the distant facility) 

Construction and Demolition Police 
The City has adopted a Construction and Demolition policy Council Bill R-2000-18. The 
City enforces the resolution though the City Building and Safety development project 
approval process. Construction and demolition contractors are required to submit a 
recycling plan and provide the City with diversion tonnage reports. The Public Works 

Department compiles the diversion tonnage data for inclusion in the CIWMB Annual 
Reporting System. 

The City is concerned about achieving waste diversion though Construction and 
Demolition recycling as stated in the 1066 plan of correction. The City anticipated that 
recycling C& D would achieve approximately 15% diversion. Although the City adopted 
a C&D policy, the City has not realized any significant diversion through its 
implementation because the City had not experienced significant growth activity in new 
building start-ups, renovations, demolition, or community rehabilitation projects. 
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Based on the current building permit applications; the City does not foresee a substantial 
increase in new building construction, renovations or demolition projects. As such, the 
City estimates that the diversion through the C&D ordinance would be significantly less 
than originally estimated (less than 2%). Accordingly, it will be necessary for the City to 
revise the 1066 plan of correction program; estimate Ordinances (6020-PI-ORD). The 
City will attempt to achieve the following diversion quantities through C&D Recycling: 

• New Residential Construction: 438 lbs/sq ft 
• New Non Residential Construction 3.89 lbs/sq ft 
• Demolition Residential 115 lbs/sq ft 
• Demolition Non Residential 155 lbs/sq ft 

These quantities are based on generation quantities presented in a report entitled 
"Characterization Of Building-Related Construction and Demolition Debris in the United 
States" which was prepared for The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Municipal 
and Industrial Solid Waste Division Office of Solid Waste (Report No EPA 530-R-98-
010) by Franklin Associates in 1998. It is important to note that the City will not recycle 
wastes containing hazardous materials. 

Self Haul 
The City conducted a review of waste disposed at landfills located in San Bernardino 
County. The City noted that in 2003, nearly 14% of the waste disposed at County 
landfills was attributed to "cash" accounts. Waste associated with cash accounts 
generally correlate to waste disposed by "self haulers". In 2003, the City contacted 
several of known "cash" accounts to validate if those accounts originated their waste 
from the City. In most cases, the City identified that the waste originated from areas 
outside the City limits. The City requested those "cash accounts" to cease reporting to 
the landfill operators that waste originated from the City. In addition the City formally 
requested the County of San Bernardino to amend their disposal reports to reflect the 
accurate disposal tonnage. 

The City does not have direct control over the manner by which landfills collect disposal 
data however; the City does recognize that the County can implement a salvage program 
at landfill to remove recyclables from waste that is disposed by self-haulers. The City 
will encourage and promote the County's efforts to establish a recyclable recovery 
program at San Timoteo County Landfill. 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your Jurisdiction's progress In implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort" The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts In demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the Jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (ag, Ills-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

NA 

2. Why is your Jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

NA 

3. Describe your Jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

NA  

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the Jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request 

NA 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the Jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 28 Non-residential % 72 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary Is 
online at 

www.ciwmb,ca.govr 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codest 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
pERcENT 

DIVERSION 

Commercial/ Small office 
Business Recycing 

Expand 

The City has numerous small medical offices and other 
small professional offices that are located In commercial 
office building complexes. 

The City and the franchised hauler will 
establish a paper and high fiber collection route for 
those complexes and other small offices. 

The City and franchised hauler will develop 
and implement a comprehensive strategy to achieve a 
successful recycling program at office building 
complexes. 
l. The strategy Will incorporate an ensile 
recycling education and outreach. 

The City will continue to work with the 
Chamber of Commerce and local Service organizations. 
r The City will hire a recycling specialist to work 
with the hauler to contact each building complex 
property management company to develop site spedfic 
convenient recycling method for tenants. The City 
recycling specialist and the waste hauler will determine 
the type and size of recycling container that is most 
appropriate to use depending on the physical 
circumstances at each building complex. 

City- 
waste 
Hauler 

December 
2005 

2% 

Supermarket /University 
food composting Program 

New 

Facilitate the collaboration between City supermarkets. 
City restaurants. t Loma Linda Medical Center 
Nutritional Services, Loma Linda University and the 
Veterans Administration (VA) hospital to establish a Joint 
green waste/ food-composting collection route. 

Loma Linda Market and Clarks Nutritional Center 
Currently donate food items to food banks but do not 
have a program to compost spoiled vegetables or other 
compostable items. Additionally, the local Stater 
Brothers market does not have a composting program. 
The City will coordinate with the waste hauler and the 
markets to establish collection spoiled foods to a 
composting facility. 

Although the VA Hospital is a federal facility and the City 
does not have legal jurisdiction to require the hospital to 
reduce its waste, the City has established a good 
working relationship with the hospital. The City will 
continue to work with the VA hospital to encourage 
participation In the proposed green waste/ food-
composting program.  

City, local 
Business 
and waste 
hauler 

Dec 2005 1% 

Board Meeting
August 16-17, 2005

Agenda Item 7
Attachment 9

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line

Tmaistry
Line



P . 14 
JUL-25-2005 01 05 

Agenda Item 7 
Attachment 9 

Board Meeting 
August 16-17, 2005 

Transformation New 

In 2003, the City established a transformation route. 
The City plans to expand the transformation route to 
accomplish maximum 10% diversion as permitted by 
law. The City will explore options to use blo mass 
fadlities. 

City 2005 10% 

Construction and 
Demolition Waste Expand 

In the upcoming year the City will have approved tone 
changes to the City's general plan. The City anticipates 
that several new construction projects will built in the 
upcoming years. The City will continue to actively 
enforce its C&D policy to ensure that construction and 
demolition wastes are recycled to the maximum extent 
possible. The city will provide technical assistance to 
private contractors and builders to establish recycling 
plans and Implement recycling at construction and 
demolition sites.. 

City 2005 1% 

Wet Dry/MRF Expand 

The City will hire a Consultant to review the waste 
haulers existing residential, and commercial waste, 
green waste and recycling routes. The Consultant will 
evaluate the haulers routes to ensure that the hauler has 
established economically efficient routes that maximize 
waste and recycling collection. The consultant will also 
assist the hauler in the design and establish a VVet/Dry 
MRF route for those businesses that choose not to 
Participate in the multifamily or commercial source 
separated recycling program. 

City- 
Waste 
Hauler 

2005 1% 

Multifamily Recycling Expand 

The City will hire a recycling specialist to work with the 
hauler to contact each multifamily cOmplex property 
Owner and manger to develop a site specific convenient 
recycling for its tenants. The City recycling specialist 
and the waste hauler will determine the type and size of 
recycling container that Is most appropriate to use 
depending on the physical circumstances at each 
multifamily convex. 

City- 
Waste 
Hauler 

2005 1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
16% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 35% 

Total Planned Diver/non Percent Estimated 51% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Public Outreach /Education Newt Expand In the upcoming year, the City will Include information about 
backyard composting, grasscycling, business recycling, multi-
family recycling, construction and demolition recycling and material 
reuse. A printable version of the recycling guides for the 
residential, multi-family and commercial sectors and the 
construction and demolition guide and reporting form will also be 
available through the City's web site. 

The City and the hauler submit articles about business recycling to 
the Loma Linda Chamber Newsletter. The City will continue to 
publish articles and will develop a commercial and residential 
recycling commercial which will run on the local cable channel, 

Education outreach will also Include providing a City sponsored 
speakers program that will promote waste reduction and recycling 
through workshops and speaking engagements at Chamber of 
Commerce events, service club (e.g., Rotary, etc.) City will 
actively pursue opportunities to increase awareness and 
participation in existing and new recycling opportunities. 

2005 
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Remodel / New Construction New The City will require new commercial construction projects to 
incorporate recycling enclosures into the projects. In addition, the 
City will require commercial remodel projects to include recycling 
areas In their design. 

2005 

Technical Assistance to 
Businesses 

Self Raul Landfill Recyclable 
Recovery 

New/Expand 

New 

Initiate a business assistance program to provide on-site business 
waste reduction and recycling program implementation assistance. 
Recycling speciatilsts will provide on-site visits to identify potential 
waste reduction programs and coordinate the Implementation of 
commercial recycling programs. Markets will be identified for hard 
to recycle materials If traditional recycling markets do not exist. 
This effort is done in conjunction with the commercial recycling 
program. 

 The City does not have direct control over the manner by which 
landfills collect disposal data however, the City does recognize 
that the County can Implement a salvage program at landfill to 
remove recyclables from waste that is disposed by self haulers, 
The City will encourage and promote the County's efforts to 
establish a recyclable recovery program at San trneteo County 
Landfill. 

2005 
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Section IV S—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the Jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional shoats if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary Is online at: 

www.ciwinb.casev/LG 
Contra I/PARIS/Oct/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OP PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at vvww.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/  

PARIS, or go to 

TOTAL P.17 
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BMW Of CAUFORNIA CALIFORhItAiNTEGRATED WMTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
(Roviral. 7194/901121 

..,. .... .., 

To-noqueS4 e Time Extension (TE) or AltettnidMibliersion Requirement (AIR), elapse complete and sign this request 
oast aid mho it to your Office of Lea% ASOStince (ALA) feprosontedYeat the address below, along with  any  additional 
Inforroseen requested by 01A Mat Whenidrilocumentation has been received, your OLA rataasontaava WM work with 
you to weber, for youropearance before-theilloard. If you have any questions about this omen, please call (916) 
3414199 to be connected to your CiLA rapratiltibeve. 

Mal Completed documents to: 

• : Califamla Integrated Waste Moneetertent Eloaid 
• Office of Local Assistance, (MS 26)..- 

.• 1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 • 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a lime Extension complete Sectionit'll III-A, IV-A,  and V. 

For an Alternative Diversien Requirement:Complete Sections I, II.111-13, IV-B and V. 

SisitiOill; Juristficitentmomaation ailitterEfication 
Al setiondwots must coma* this notion, •••:.: • • ... • 

• • . .- 
toiltIfy under penalty of perjury that the inktismitiOnln. this document le hue and 

I am orthoclase to make this centripetalon behalf of 
knowledge.

sadthat 
the beat of my =root to 

artikactico•Nant* 

"Ci‘ Of latien efOiett 

County 

Ban Dier 

PaBittsilliAgroloni • • 

,,. 1,-_____ 

.. The 
"'!-- 

Ow MenKa 

Tciaiirlot fame of person Signing 

' Galan facholl 

Do t%  

oil* 

Phone 

(non t2S-3800 

Paton Consisting ma Peen (Sae 011.1 c'e  type) 

Joey Pt Bolden 
Me 

POneullant lo bp Oty of Limon Crewe 

Rhea* 

010041.0110 

Einal Pane* 
•••••:' • 

1maolanaMSPXAX1 

Fox 

(310)641-004 

Melt Address 

Bliteltatony Delve 

CV 

Los Amon. 

Blatt 

CA 

ZIP Code 

WOO 
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Seclitia it—Cover Sheet 
.., .. . 

This cover sheetitto:he completediebrasch Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 

Requirement (ADR)requested. • " - 

illiy , .. ... , , 1.-...Ellgib 
— 

Mn yeuriunitlieeen See Its tiourdfflitirkicfmn and RearlingElement, Household Hazardous Waste 
'Element, and Nendiscrital FaciltjrElelent with the Board (must have been tiled by July 1. 19M lf you are 

. requesting an ADR)? 

0 NO. If no, stop; not ellgiliefit a TE or ADR, 

0 Yes. N yes, then eligiblefaraiii or ADR. 

. • • • • .• 
2. Specific Request and LengtiscitRequest 

essired.:: Please specify the request . . . 

(al Time extension Request 

SPeciric yews requested 31, 2006 _unlit:bomber 

Is this a 'second request? •Catle 0 Yes Specific yews requested. J004-5 
(Note: Requests for isticklilltinal extension IA mood to address why the. jurisdiction's *(tods to 
meet the 50% goal littlwend•  or the first extension were not successful.) 

, , .. .. 
0 AlterradiveDiverelen Rerpilteraant Request (Not *lowed For Regional Agswrcies). 

Specific APR requested - ...•?, %, for the yearn . 

la this a second ADR requestl.0•No 0 Yes Specific ADR  requested _ ' %, for the 
Ye a••••••,, ,.... 

MOW Requesta for altddtiffignei ADR will need to address why the PrisdIogon's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of tretinttADR serial were net successful.) 

• ;Note: EiderIttions may be requettitdanome bye Oita:sok but will only be effective In the years frorrl 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006,•,arioripirtai request for a TEMOR may be granted for any ceded UP to 

- • awes yeartwrdtbsequent requeitelocIVADR may extend dia•orkjinel requester be based on new 
drournstances but the total number of wens form as requests cannot total more than five ware or extend 
beyond January 1. 2006. 
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Section 111A-111411 EXTENSION 

Within this seetlekdistuse yourtrehltictiott's progress irtimplementing diversion programs that 
• viare•Pirealisibittrahteve 50%. PrcntWiany additional-infoiteallon that demonshetes "goodfsith 
tiffort.'t the Caill#104thall data "..7 . -jurisdiction's prosiest in demonsirating "good faith 
•-efferrlowardsocrinplytng with Aff ' -;-(Nota; The answers-to Oath question should bs 
tamprehensivs and provide speciSitritilis regarding the jtarlsdktion's situation. 

_..; .•-• ' 
. Altlehldef00155 SOP 115ifessemr-plestie:a*E0 000; atfre005roalaierofeW0 0914 number kit. tIM-fl 

. . ..- 
i;Tirvey, does yourltatiniletion nerdmostemeta Nat the 50% 0$19.0eserlbe why SRREselected • 
.. ; •-prognimi did nottachine Ses dineretisk'trientIfy beaten to meeting the 50% goal and briefly Indicate 

how they will be overcome. ,...,.. . 
The City of Lemon:Grange received bokinflipproval of is first time extension covering 2001, 2002 and 

. 2003:. The majority of these programthavelleen implemented; however, diversion efforts fell shed of 
theitegeted 50% goal. 

.,. • .... ., 
hietcont history, regional eaTTrans pnlectslor the 94 end 126 highways caused a significant negative 
'ItriPactonthe Oily of Lemon Grove...-Viffilt tile conclusion of these pm** it was believed that the•Obie 

. Siverskan rate would rebound to a ratelitat more appropriately reflects the SRRE programs that cover all 

, ,........--.... 
*adviser our community.

' HoweVer, at the coiicluttion of the Ordiane,Miects the City's diverSkln rate did not rebound as 
"anStiOated and.the, city submitted-theiiiiittme extension *est. At the conclusion of that time 
eittenskm period.the-dty still had notteitileived their targeted diversion goal and hired a consultant to 
review their programs. ;Through analysistfaltprograms the cityfound the following: 

I low participation in the muitHatolytector 
a a high percentage of small Volorne.busInesses (one 3-yard bin bciweek) 
• room for imptconsment in theiiiiidistrip mall programs 
• Illegal dumping in oarnmercirithEts.  

.. • scavenging in the residentialaiebar 
' . . an increase in conseuction anticSaiiiiilition debris 
• .• residue from regional IMF wirriflistzikenly *Beaded to-Lemon Grove 

A lelianch" otitremultgamily prograirt:Willinaludo a conversientrom split bins (fibers/contalnerS) to 
' siriglostream bins or carts that will iced paper and cardboard. Additionally, several completes 
have hietoricallytioirittid oarticipagentifieto Cost and epace-constaints. The city and their franchised 
hauler are approaching: these complex:lite participate through the utilization of C.O.C. funds to help 

'offset the traneltkinalperiod costs.  of adding recycling service without having to immediately reduce -trash 
service. 
• livough an ongoing evaluation of busifibit surveys, site visits and.outrcach to businesses the city 

...teamed of several areas that cart bieddressed to positively Impact our diversion rate. In the 
• ... commercial sector the city has expoilenced4 hurdle in est.slightly over 50% of the commercial 
. - accOunte have a blri service iew3ithiiitts one 3-yard bin collided one time per week, or has a space 
• .•'' constraint forbirtztorage. For thoSearnag businesses with lx/wk service, the cost of adding a 
... recycling collection bin cannot battfaiit by a reduction in service level; thus, forcing businesses to 
. ...absorb additional costs. The citylitiarittilised hauler will be targeting selected small volume accounts 
- with; a high percentage of recyclabliOor conversion to a 2-yard bin and cart service for recycling. 
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Despite the large number of small witaanbusInessas. the citybelieves that an aggressive 'recharging" 
and 'relaunching" of its commendelpiiigyem will load to Increased participation from the commercial 
Sector. Beyond relining:4bn of the postatim, the franchised hauler will focus on the larger strip malls on 
the:strategic repotritiontrig of recycling: St in areas where there are ongoing concerns of Mega! 
dumping the franchised hauler will workolosely with businesses to encourage the use of locks on the 
dutripsters or anciosures. 

twinging In themsidential sector lataireThiented some residents from participating in the past. With 
lhablroduction of 64gallon carts anfleornmingled singlestream 'collection methodology scavenging 
etiOuld be reduced:significantly, part:Oren. 'residential 'recharge will be Wreath tags on trash carts in 
'selected areas to 'remind residents abed how simple ft Is to merle and how they can reduce their 
Vitiate. 

Vitth-the strong. eetsiorny there has bean incease Inbuilt/IN permits and a corresponding increasetn 
.420 dliposal tonnage:.  Regionwrideat&D-ondinance is being developed by a County Subcommittee 
smite CRY of Lemon Greve intands401mPlement a C&D Ordinance. In conjunction with other 
aanmunitiesin the region. 

• ;....: • 
oily, The city's franchised hauler nrkavatoetea the dispowrialmatarials from their regional Materiels 
fterbvenrfaclitly1MRF). While monthirrocycling andreatawitinnage reports Witten provided to all 
thatitulers andlurisdirdions that utilbetithiliARF, It wastleternilmrd that the physical residue tonnage 

:WHISMIStakenly being allocated to Lettentreve entirety. Thiswas corrected In early 2006 for the 2003 
reportIng year, thus providing the city:444*a wised diversion rate of 46%. 

2,.:Why don your need the of tires requested? Describe any r&rwmr c rcurnstances 
the itsisdlcifen that contribute to Ihntad.for a lime Extension. 

Thetity is requesting an extension oil* to December 31, 2005. The City believes that this extension 
.vitilioiv it to oversee-the arechargincr)snerelaunctdrigl of existing SRRE programs, es well es *low a 
reasonable amount of time for the eltyleilhtrodUce their C&D ordinance in conjunction vvkh a cooperative 
region-Wide effortto pass C&D OrdinenelS. It is our goal to have the recharge and relaunch efforts*  as 
well as the MD ordinance in place hiSeptamber 1.2005, allowing a three month evaluation period b 
• deterrnine If the city. Is achieving the 60%.diversion requirement: With the above notedlino tuning' of 
erOgrenta end thecorrection in the triftrilisposal reporting, the city is confident that the diversion rote will 
Iltettly be reflective of the longstandingsindsuccessful•SRRE.Programsimplemented by the city. 
. 3;.-bescrIbe your jurisdhalores Good Rightfrods to Implamsot the Programs In its IMRE. 

In..CSnjUnotion with.our Ranchlsed Hauler,. the City has implemented all of the originally listed SRRE 
.progranst.  
• . ..... . 

w 0 a , - i 3 t Code nesalglign ' .. PrearaM Mu /C  
I 1 ,', • 4.  XGC • .Xeriscaping/GrattliCsicling : Allentitivis and Ongoing 
1010431W3C.M Backyard & On;SIte. Selected and Ongoing 

" • . .CompostIng/Muletilng.. 
• .1BlimisRsBYYR , • Business Souroth-fleduction Selected and Ongoing 
103048 PMT . • . . 'Procurement ,-:.:;.:: -• Selected and Ongoing 
1040417 404 • -  School SouroWileduclion Alternative and Ongoing 
105118R.GOV  • 'Government sOurce Selected and Ongoing 

Reduction .. • 
..106043R-PATE . - . Materials Exchange; Selected and Ongoing 

Thrift Shops ...'L: 
1guat3R-OTH Other SoureeteedadtIon : c nisi 
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ntirr RB Resident's! curb* e - ,- - - • end Ongoing 
10164kCalIRP Residential Dre*Off Set land Ongoing 
202041C-EYE" Residential BuOrick Selected and Ongoing 
.2030./tC-OSP Commercial Onate Pickup Sates! and Ongoing 
26404tC4FH Commercial Sethieut Alternative and Ongoing 

. gelfORC.SCH . School RecydinV, Selected and Ongoing 
.20111041W-GOV Government Ritleyeling Selected and Ongoing 
2070.12C;SNI- Special CollettlfiltSbasonal . Alternative and Ongoing 
2litteac-sPE special ColledikkiEvents Selected end Ongoing 
2090.40,0111 • Other Recycling:..:; Na 
3000aRCO Residential Clete& Selected and Ongoing 

Greenwasie Ccilkeition 
30104M-Rso • Residential Saff-lfeei Greenwaste Na 
30220ficf13ccB • Commercial Mate Breenwaste Alternative and Ongoing 
30300,CM-05G Commercial Seiktaul Greenwatete • Na 
*110,CM4011 . 4 School Cornea** Alternative and Ongoing 
atisecil-GOV . Government Cer,OPooling Se/acted and Ongoing 
fRYSOLCM.OTB Other Composting n/a 
41120;SP•TRS  Time Selected and Ongoing 
443043P•1NHO . White Goods Selected and Ongoing 
:44M.841,4CM. .' Scrap Metal . Seletted and Ongoing 
050.40411:1W Wood Waste . :..:,., Altrintritive and Ongoing 
3!  Concrete/AspielltiRtibble Selected and Ongoing 

. .Rendering ,*': , Affirmative and Ongoing 
41004P.0111 . ' Other Special:W.0e n/a 
SOCISEMELC . ' Electronic (RadleffV/Web) Sanded and Ongoing 
30190).PRN Print (Brochurtikneivsletters) Selected and Ongoing 
SISED.OUT Outreach (techtikilitasIst, field Selected and Ongoing 

nips, presentations) . .. 
5630-EIM-BCH ' Schools (eduogii*,•ekriotrium) Softiies' and Ongoing 
.5040kED-011.1 ' Other Public Ed4Cation Na 
111000**PLA3 Product and Landfill Sans Selected and Ongoing 
441.04,4314 Economic Incenthes Selectedand Ongoinn 
$02301•ORD Ordinances  &sleeted and Ongoing 
Sg30,100TH Other Policy !Menthes n/a 
7000+-R-MRF MRF SSctod and Ongoing 
10.10iFFeLAN Landfill . Na 
7.020.FR-TST Transfer Station... Alternative and Ongoing 
1161104R-CMF Composting Pie* Selected and Ongoing 
7444704FRanC Alternative Dotilifccver Alternative and Ongoing 
70.$0,FR•OTH Other Facility Ethovery Na 
figill4•1)fiPMF Permanent Floill0 :. Sehded and Ongoing 
10104114MPC Mobile/Periodittellectien Selected and Ongoing 
00641,RCBC Curbside Colisergen. Alternative and Ongoing 
901104ilioNSE Waste Exchange:: Na 
1104041H-EDP Education PrOgraine Selected and Ongoing 
11050-141-1-01111 Other PIHW ' . n/a 
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,ThsabOve listed programs resuked inith. Umated 32-34%111%111M rate for 2009, as estimated by 
, GIWMB aterff:  

• ., .........,. 
2080AP-CRO: The -Osbside ReskiantlifaellectIon prograrrEcollects: OW glaskplastic (#1 and #2), 
ajtaelnunt and blinablittene: cardbeifttnitespaper and flitted paper. In 2003, thdresidentiel program 
'41Wirtedl,138810rat•Ofasitwhils, 'Mit Maltliffienlly cottection•prOgrawdlverted 43 tons through the 
talkie:ion. of ciRVglairst, plastic (#1 ancRpositiminum and bi-metal cans;' and newspaper. Originally ,. 

:Implemantedts.asetace separeted.Olection.program,. the program .was converted to a single stream, 
8.540EROK cart, collection program Iti2001..lti the following 1Vmentli period there wasa 729 ton 
kicrease In recycling•collectIon, resuldgiihal% increase In diversion. 

. .. ..,, ,,,,, -. . .• 

itiedetidential curbside program hair-baarteonsistent and increasing In Its diversion tonnage. The mufti-
family. program, however, has been decireasIng due to contamination and sporadic participation. 

•-•-• 
A.CM.ftetildential yardwaiteiCelledThen In 2003 was 3,220 tons, an Increase over the 2,022 

100s 001lected iii 2002; -included In tnitftelnage is the seasonal collection of Chitin= trees. Yardwaste 
ciiliedlori,• along With solid waste colleCOOdWastonverted to aidamated collection In 1996. AI 
yardwaate matedalecenected by the *abetted hauler are utlibted at Alternative Daily Cover. 

2O80.4iC-OSP:.Conimerclal recycling liection in the toy invades Mixed paper and cardboard collection 
iitlitir•frenchised: hailer, end privete•frateaterillectionsat eardboard, white ledger:rendering and food 
• Wet tsar Throughthefranchised haulot413 torts of cardboard and mixed paper is collected, an increase 
over the 249 tons colleated in 2002, -• •••". 1:: .. 

„ . .. . 
440.;PR-Tlef: • EillOt.the City's Itailler, opener/their:transfer station in 1999. Through the 
tnater-stationcliverslen of materials:54km inert; (toneratk,  asphalt, metals) and yardWesh3 is 
clustorad, During age tons of matarials:from Lemon Grove were diverted from-landfill.  disposal. .. ... . 

2(12841C41Elf.tankin ?rove hoste.ba0.74Stataick centers, thilatgest of which It opeiztedon-site et the 
tOrfiorete headquarters and materiattrieoVini facility:Teethe pity's frandlied hauler. According to the 
110.C.;  In 2003 462 tons of material vaiVrecytted through theivai buyback centers. 

‘01sat he residential lector and acimMifirtfilf sector the Gays very  franchised hauler has beenprooefve 
.tkratividIng information on recycling and waste prevention_ On a qiiarterly basis an environmental 
• newsletter is distributed to all resIdeateXad.bualnesses with triforryietion on waste prevention, reVeling. ' 
composting and .buying recycled. Thileanchlsed hauler also regularly promotes DIMAS pnagrams such 
astalimax and WRAP. Educallonaltoothsare provided et community events and presentations are 
made to schools and local service ergariliallOns. . 

••7'•:!:?..• . • 
'6:•'PnavIde any additional relevant inforrfeWhst supports the maw& 

Since the InceptIon of the city's curbidileciicling program In 1* the cttys franchised waste healer  . . 
iserietes a beacon in. the realm of pliSiciadizetion and outmatch. Residents recsivadquarterly woes 

-erlibeienvIronmEintai .17rree, whickfiniAledinformadon on the 'reasons behind the mandatory 
Marlinifordinonafkdotailo en "praiSet reuse, waste finirMittiart. recycling, con'iposting. buying 
recyt elonnegetiports; and scluteif400greent of "recyclentetthe quarter, for outstanding resident 
Pliticipadon. • Subsequently the franditited hauler Implementer/an ongoing outreech•effon•to businesses 
WIthiroorrimerCial•edition of 'The EinEOrimented Times! Samptes or public education materials are 
*dyad- 
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Sitation 11113—ALtERNATIVE I - 2  6  NREGUIREMENT .: - • , 
. . . , 

*hid this secttod;-:diseu' ea yout:1040totion". '11 proPftelitithplimenting dhearilottprogramii:that 
wiiitidannedtb. thine .50%. Thissiklirerty additions! infettnatton that dentonstrates *good 'filth 
Sitfotatr: .rta Clifittifithall deterallheldittititiadictionfe affotbi, In demonstratInaNp lth Od fi 
eflott"::thwaitiftoblplyitto with AB.S.Note: Thit'sninvisitto each question *Wind be 
teeipithensiviond provide spedittiietilift regarding theft deletion's situation. 
arraortedditianei a/sena rieceasorplessengetence.elon respOrtie fn Theiippoptisto ca number Oat ill8-1.1. , 

:it arielitydnes your need andAltatriedvaDivendon Retrubitrietd? Need Stilly SRRE sietectod 
grOgrinesditinotSchleve 54114 dinril*kfintlfy bafflers to netithin the 50% goal and bristly Indicate hew 
Ow wig be overcome.. 

2_ your jurisdiction requesting YIY yr 0Ivereion Requirement In lou of a  11111. 

...,....:., 

•Lbeatittra youtletiedkaten's Good FaitifefOrts to Implement the piogtimn In Its SRRE. 

.... ., . ,.. ... 
44.oesodge any nuesentoirournstariceStitejsriediCtion that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
Maly' mievant Information that suogortettWrequan 
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• Stittion IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

, .. 
•••AViatritt Ccatetiott iii retpdrettby:)PliaSettban 
tlatea1PtIOn of the actions the 
aitession. 
Affseeedssocel Eisele ir necessoy. 

• -. • - • . 
. plan IS fenttamentatly a; . 

moot . '50% peel by the expiration of the Time 
41620(1115):1-Tha 

..., ......: ,_„,.,_• 

jurheitSOn" . will laktto 

R Si 44 .. itoriwasielartfisf % 50 

..__.,,,.:-.., 
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PRI:Xi:IRANI:SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAPA •TYPE fin! et ...:: 
IOCPANDEO-1 

OEOCRWTION OP PeOGRAOI On PuLte 
tnieltErliti 

• 
Ftedeentlie Ontreech Expanded • ., An arktitarla the rower quenblynevalethet, perticipeden at 

yminnurilte wane onnerasenteeene to schools ere tonics 
btOntizatione the One betedenethor merman b the kyr con. 
:1401119,  val be Sombeed th-renbei residents gook el the 
trifled' that con be meat fwansirt Itla to protkinien said 
**tray cio sous tolotalt May gnat Too AU 
46thenid on Iron ddy We %aka* community oulomeb group. 

December ilg 

Coamiacctst Outriach -.Ilivtalo we be made beinintereps b remind them of %let am 
2•Ire.moycof_In Omit lbw Pamir aiillockin bine. Mforrnatto flout 
:rownporiatga• OM era dr beercifookol In the rronthboo 
31thierserrebibr to busirsomeend•presenteeonCere bibs* V 
?gm cisme Of commerce ;atriums into orgarizetions. 

OfcemberOn 

Mt Inkrmation Nair ,:Atirlts In be City wIl nagibebtfonnadon repperene the OM 
•aDtetleconce alone With* Side* of thy focal facets b 
.. ifich rnaterlels On bodellYaraci, ... 
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Section V — PARIS 
Office of Local Assistance staff Will tiiiiiitevIng your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
tilfOrinition System {PARIS) datiddiel/printout as part of the evaluadon of your request. Should 
thekdadictIon hriervirpdatior or finliderie-telhe program Implementation fromthe latest. Annual 
RepOrtudunittedto.the Board, pfereifittattt to the application the Jurisdiction's PARIS database 
printout ehowIng•updates or reviiiiens,' 
. , 
Oaritaityour Ogee' of Local Assistancifliefitssentative a1ple9 341-6199 for a copy est PARIS, or get to 
this BoattlIs websitt at Arrive .thinribmintiVILGeentraUPARISt 
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STATE OR CALIRWBA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
(Revised 7/24/2002) 

Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 11 

To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ASR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 

information requested by OLA staff. . When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your CAA representative. 

Mall completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Altemative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Hi-B, 1V-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

JurilitliCtiOn Nettie 

Oceanside 

County 

San Diego 

Nan dzed Signature 
( 

LA," 

Title 

, _,, t ‘..k0.4.,, b il_„, • P i hi Tc.4-4;, 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date 

4 dc ,- 

Phone 

( ) 

Person Completing This Form (please print or typo) 

Ester Deady 

Title 

Senior Management Analyst 

Phone 

(760)435-5021 

E-mail Address 

cheattyigicieccansidecaes 

Fax 

( ) 

Mailing Address 

300 North Coast Highway 

City 

Oceanside 

Stele 

CA 

ZIP Coda 

9205.4 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1.  Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

0 No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR 

e Yet If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

e Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested December 31, 2005 _Through 

Is this a second request? 0 No 0 Yes Specific years requested. 2005 
(Note: Requests far an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

0 Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_  - 

Is this a second ADR request? • No 0 Yes Specific ADR requested _ %, for the 
years 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
00% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TEJADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section MA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., ff1,4-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SLIM selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 
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The City's first SI31066 extension identified Single-family and Multi-family residential solid waste and recycling 
enhancement and set-up activities. Oceanside is reestablishing programs, creating new solid waste rate codes 
for multi-family and commercial accounts. Expanding curbside collection to include mixed paper and cardboard. 
Increased in mixed paper from January 2003 to January 2005 went from 31,752 lbs to 1,223,048 lbs and 
Increase of 1,192,096 lbs or 97%. Enhancement of the CitYs greenwaste curbside collection program resulted 

. in a decrease in the number of exemptions for greenwaste from 7,036 residents to 6286 residents or a 
decrease of 750 residents who are exempt from participating in the City's curbside greenwaste program. 

The public venue review has been established, Space Allocation for waste mater and recycling is now provided for 
all new and renovated projects. The City approved the process of conducting a new base year study to update 
SRRE programs and include numerous programs that will accurately reflect diversion tonnage. 

The single family program requires consistent educational attention, for field service level audits, adequate solid 
waste, green waste recycling, and curbside recycling. The population in four years has grown over 12,278 
residents. There are approximately 40,000 single family units in Oceanside. The transient population impacts the 
collection programs. The Marine Corps base at Camp Pendleton has a fluid population of aver 50,000 personal, 
which affects the turnover in both single and multi-family units, requiring constant service audits. Currently there is 
no proactive enforcement in the single family sector regarding City codes requiring waste separation and recycling. 

The same growth issues listed above under bafflers for single family apply the multi-family recycling programs. The 
constant turnover of residents is difficult: with property ownership and property management firms changing results 
in dilution of the programs. New owners and managers resist added recycling programs so ongoing education and 
onsite waste and recycling audits are mandatory. There are over 16,747 multi-family units in Oceanside, with over 
3,324 manufactured/mobile homes and over 900 boat slips in Oceanside harbor. Staffing is not adequate to keep 
up with the constant turnover of multi-family units or responsible owners or property managers. There is no 
proactive enforcement of City recycling codes. The waste hauler is a critical component in service levels. Rote 
codes have been added to identify recycling services, but only when Public Works reviews violations will such 
service go through a newly established process to expand recycling services. 

Establishing a C&D ordinance with the cooperation of the City planning, engineering and building department will 
be a protracted process. The County is reviewing a draft C&D ordinance, mix use facilities must be sited with the 
cooperation of the waste haulers. The building industry must comply with a workable ordinance and enforcement 
will be required if the ordinance is enacted. 

As new businesses apply for licenses or exiting businesses renew their licenses, or process to a new location, the 
business license application process provides written information regarding solid waste and recycling requirements. 
The problem of setting up new recycling services is compounded with constant growth and old businesses ending 
or moving to new locations. Coordinating on-site solid waste audits is most effective but very time consuming_ 

The bathers listed above in the four areas or service will require an ongoing scheduled review process. City staff 
will on a weekly basis review single family recycling programs and continue outreach and education programs. 
Multi-family residential and commercial will be handled in the same process while also utilizing a camera 
enforcement program using code enforcement and the contractor. The process for the C&D ordinance will proceed 
and business license reviews and audits will follow the start up process used at the City utility billing office. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

Oceanside in 1996 lost the one field staff person in Public Works that enforced the Solid Waste and Recycling 
ordinances. With the transfer of the position an exemption process was set up due to contamination Issues, 
recycling toters and bins were removed from multi-unit complexes and commercial properties. During 2003-
2004 multi-unit and commercial cardboard recycling has gone from zero to 334 new recycling service locations. 
Public Works is not re-auditing and re-establishing recycling and diversion programs throughout the City. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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The El Corazon Green Waste and Composting facility in Oceanside diverted 49,109.93 tons of material in 2003. In 
addition, there were a total of 3,524.5 tons of biosolids and of total of 181,600 tons of asphalt and concrete diverted 
in 2003. Once a new base year study is completed accurate tonnage diversion will be identified and programs 
established after the original base year will be Included. 

ThiCity utilizes a wide variety of diversion programs to divert waste generated within the City. Programs include 
source separated curbside recycling, residential curbside collection of white goods for recycling, seasonal 
Christmas tree collection for composting, residential greenwaste collection. drop-off bins located throughout the 
City to collect CRV material and mixed paper, several CRV buy-back centers located in and near the City, 
commercial on-site collection, which mainly collects cardboard and mixed paper, commercial on-site greenwaste 
collection and greenwaste drop-off options at local composting facilities, and school recycling and composting 
collection for mixed paper, cardboard, and greenwaste as well as "Cash for Cans" programs at several of the 
schools located within the City. All City facilities including City offices, library, police station, resource centers. 
Clerk's office and waste treatment facilities participate in recycling mixed paper, cardboard, glass, plastic, CRV, and 
green waste. The City has found outlets for sludge generated at the local waste water treatment facility through 
composting or land application program& The City has a procurement policy for purchasing recycled paper. In 
addition, the City purchases compost from the local composting facilities and encourages residents to purchase 
compost for the local facilities. The City also purchases recycled concrete for use as road base and recycles 
asphalt and concrete waste generated from City road projects. The City promotes its recycling efforts to its 
residents and businesses through the City's web site and cable TV ads and through brochures, flyers, magazine 
ads, mailers, and booths at public events. 
4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request 
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Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional Information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessay—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 111134). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a lime Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request 
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Section Pi A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(S). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets If necessary. 

Residential % 46% Non-residential % 
I 

54% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the &lard's 
ProgramTYpeS.,The 
Program Glossary Is 
online at 

voweciwrnb.cagovl 
LOCentral/PARIS/CodeW 
Reduce_htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM MINDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

2000-RC-CRS Residential 
Curbside (Single-family) 

Expand 

Expansion of the City's single-family curbside recycling 
program through outreach and education to existing 
=turners and all new residential developments. Making 
sure that all residents am provided the proper recycling 
Crates and the hauler will provide monitoring of all 
residential recycling collection in the City. 

Solid 
Waste Fee 

12/31/2005 1% - 1.5% 

2000-RC-CRI3 Residential 
Cwbside (Multi-family) 

Expand 

The City 
enforcement 
City will review 
hauler via 
monitors violation 
and hauler 
programs. 
to commercial 

will continue on-site waste audits and 
of the City codes (requiring recycling). The 

violations in a joint effort with franchise 
a camera enforcement program. The program 

locations. After the review the City 
work with the facility to set up recycling 

This program is also Cerrently being applied 
locations. 

Solid 
Waste Fee 

12/31/2005 1.5% -  2% 

4060-SPCAR Concrete! 
Asphalt/Rubble 
(Construction and 
Demolition waste) 

Expand The City will increase tne diversion of construction and 
demolition (C&D) waste through a C&D diversion 
ordinance and the City will wont with 17 other cities In 
San Diego County to establish a mix use facility and 
provide educational brochures. 

Solid 
Waste Fee 

12/31/2005 3% - 4% 

2050-RC-OSP Commercial 
On-sae Collection 

Expand 

The City will conduct business waste diversion audits as 
a part of a new base year study. The CO and consultant 
will provide technical assistance to businesses surveyed 
and assist in expanding diversion programs where 
possible at all surveyed businesses. 

Solid 
Waste Fee 
and 
inspection 
application 
fee -I. 

12131/2005 5% -8% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 104 - 15.5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 40% 

Total planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.5.55.5% 
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PROGRAMS 
SUPPORTING 
DIVERSION 
ACTIVITIES 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

bESCRIPTION OP PROGRAM 
12/31/2005 

6020-PI-ORD Ordinances (C&D 
Ordinance) 

Expand The City will continue work on the establishment of a C80 
ordinance or policy. The ordinance or policy win support the City'S 
C&D &AMIGA expansion listed above and C&D education efforts. 

12/31/2005 

5000-ED-ELC & 5010-E0-PRN 
Electronic and Print Education 

Expand The City produces Di-lingual bnochureS for single-family and multi- 
family education. Wall posters are given to multi-unit locations 
Identifying recycling programs and stencils are given to owners for 
bin enclosures, the City's Web Site contains infOrrnation regarding 
Citywide programs and a newly established City hot lint (260-
345-5015) for solid waste and recycling services is available. 

12/31/2005 

5020-EO-OUT Outreach Expand The City is conducting on-site audits setting up recycling programs 
as a restate: the camera enforcement program. The audits impact 
multi-unit residential and commercial projects that do not divert Or 
recycle primarily cardboard and mixed paper Or greenwaste. The 
City has a hot line, which Is published via brochures and the City's 
web page 

12/31/2005 
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SectionIVB—GOALACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
AftachaddNonalshmksdnecessary. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Beard's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary Is online at 

www.civemb.ca.govilG 
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.hlm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 far a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.govILGCentraliPARISt 

JUL-26-2005 01:43 P.10 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE 

(Revised 7/24/2002) 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) ¢ 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 \ 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 iN 

An-AY 4* roa4r 
General Instructions: E,._ y ----- _____— 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

, u 

2 g 
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MANAGEMENT BOAR( 

‘ 
\-A i \\ 

I'll 
Z005 \ 111,  

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Oroville 

County 

Butte 

Authori d • t 

l*C _ 

Title 
recle, y7 

G(441 k n/04.s. 

1- 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Eric Teitelman 

Date Phone 

(530) 538-2507 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Carl E. Peters 

Title 

Operations Manager, NWSBC 

Phone 

(530) 533-4783 

E-mail Address 

cpeters@norcalwaste.com  

Fax 

(530) 533-6097 

Mailing Address 

PO Box 1512 

City 

Oroville 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

95965 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1.  Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? No Yes Specific years requested. _2005 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . 

Is this a second ADR request? No Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the 
years 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City of Oroville has an approximate 44% diversion rate in 2003. The City in great part has achieved the 
diversion through a franchise MRF operated by Norcal Waste Systems of Butte County (NWSBC). In addition 
the City has successfully implemented, for the most part, all of its selected SRRE programs. The 
implementation of fines recovery for ACD and the new curbside recycling program beginning April 2004 were 
significant highlights of recently. In addition, the purchase of a load leveler for the sort line in the MRF has 
improved recovery volumes in sorting processes. Their have been the following challenges to the 50% 
diversion rate: 

Schools: In 1999, the Oroville School District put their waste streams out for bid effectively removing them from the 
cost structure of the City Franchise hauler NWSBC. Citing costs, the school system took them out of the 
recycling loop. The re-introduction of recycling programs sponsored by the City and NWSBC has been 
completed and implementation is scheduled for 2005. 

Construction and demolition. Several large construction projects took place in 2004. Though the C&D ordinance is 
in effect, haulers are still moving material out of the area instead of mandatory delivery of materials for 
processing at the MRF. Stiffening of the ordinance and the inclusion of a specific recycling and MRF 
requirement will be instituted at plan submittal as well as at time of permit issuance. This requirement, as well 
as increased city staffing and the hiring of a new fulltime code enforcement officer in 2004, will help 
enforcement of these provisions. 

Additional efforts will be focused on enhancing and expanding commercial recycling throughout the city . 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City of Oroville believes it has shown a good faith effort towards the 50% diversion requirement. An additional 
extension would allow the City to realize increased diversion as a direct result of implementing the programs 
listed in the Plan of Correction. The most impact driven programs will be the introduction of the fulltime code 
enforcement person, the addition of a recycling assistant and the re-introduction of waste audits. Lastly, the City 
will explore the option of going to a generation based method of diversion calculation in 2005, as well as 
reconsidering a base year review and possible change. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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The City of Oroville, working with staff and the franchise hauler NWSBC, has successfully implemented nearly all 
it's SRRE programs or is in the process of completing this process in 2005. The City found resistance in the school 
systems. Working with NWSBC, the City will sponsor the re-implementation of the program. The curbside program 
is fully implemented and running. Not to be satisfied with the recycling program alone, the MRF continues to 
process the residential garbage as well for additional recyclables. Procurement and re-use programs as well as 
two-sided copy requirement enhancements have been successfully implemented. Tire events are planned and 
continued projects such as free Christmas tree collection continue. 

The current diversion rate has been achieved primarily through the franchise agreement with NWSBC and the MRF 
that NWSBC operates. The City is confident that the programs outlined in the plan of correction will help achieve 
the required improvement. 
4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 1118-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A —PLAN OF CORRECTION 

is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 

necessary. 

A Plan of Correction 
description of the actions 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if 

Residential % 42 Non-residential % 58 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

4060-SP-CAR 

Expand 

Further increase the amount of material available for 
processing and increase overall construction recycling 
by processing inerts such as concrete, metals, plastics 
as well as wood wastes. 

City Funds 
12/31/2005 and 
ongoing 

3% 

2030-RC-OSP Expand Increase participation in commercial recycling programs 
thru in person visits and waste auditing. This will include 
but not be limited to white office paper collection, 
commingled collection and cardboard collection in 2 thru 
6yard bins. These services are provided at no additional 
cost. 

Solid 
waste fees 

12/31/2005 and 
ongoing 

2% 

2050-RC-SCH 

Expand 

Re-implementation of school recycling with school-by- 
school visit, audit and implementation. City and 
franchise hauler will evaluate school waste streams and 
recommend and provide services in order to maximize 
volumes recovered. This will include but not be limited to 
white office paper collection, commingled collection and 
cardboard collection in 2 thru 6yard bins. Material will 
be recovered thru custodial staff and thru classroom 
competitions on amounts of material collected. 

Will be 
funded by 
franchise 
hauler and 
solid 
waste rate 
payers 

12/31/2005 and 
ongoing 

1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 6% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

6020-PI-ORD Expanded Permit process for all demolition and construction will require 
submittal of recycling program and agreement of MRF use, in 
addition to already existing ordinance requiring delivery to MRF. 

12/31/2005 and 
ongoing 
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5020-ED-OUT 

5010-ED-PRN 

Expanded The addition of a fulltime code enforcement officer will allow 
aggressive and responsive enforcement of hauling requirements 
under ordinance requiring material go to MRF.The enforcement 
officer will be following up on job sites as well as ensuring that they 
have received ordinance information and hauler contact 
information. 

12/31/2005 and 
ongoing 

5020-ED-OUT Expanded Addition of part time recycle assistant to re-implement waste 
audits to determine addition recovery streams as well as re-use 
opportunities and evaluation assistance during generation based 
review and support re-implementation of school recycling 
programs. Also implement rigorous review and examination of 
disposal reporting accuracy. 

12/31/2005 and 
ongoing 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwrnb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Blythe June 22,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 13 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Blythe June 22,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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StrikeOut



Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 13 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Blythe June 22,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2060-RC-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

2090-RC-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA PF PF 
Other Recycling 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1996 PF 99 PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N N 2003 NA NA NA NA NA NA PF PF 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC N N NA NA NA NA NA NA PF PF PF 
Food Waste Composting 

3070-CM-OTH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Other Composting 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Blythe June 22,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2060-RC-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 2090-RC-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA PF PF 
 Other Recycling 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1996 PF 99 PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N N 2003 NA NA NA NA NA NA PF PF 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC N N NA NA NA NA NA NA PF PF PF 
 Food Waste Composting 

 3070-CM-OTH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Other Composting 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Blythe June 22,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Blythe June 22,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 13 

Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Blythe June 22,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N N NA PF PF 4 PF PF PF PF PF PF 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1990 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 D 99 SI SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-HH-PMF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-HH-CSC N Y NA NI 4 NI 4 NI 4 SI SO SO SO SO 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1993 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 13 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Blythe June 22,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N N NA PF PF 4 PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1990 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 D 99 SI SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9000-HH-PMF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N Y NA NI 4 NI 4 NI 4 SI SO SO SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1993 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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StrikeOut
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 13 

Office of Local Assistance Page 5 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Blythe June 22,2005 

Pre 1995  1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did 
or 

not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 13 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 5 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Blythe June 22,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 14 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fillmore June 22,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 SI SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE DE 99 SI SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 14 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Fillmore June 22,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 SI SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE DE 99 SI SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut



Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 14 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fillmore June 22,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2090-RC-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Recycling 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Composting Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 14 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Fillmore June 22,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2090-RC-OTH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Recycling 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 14 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fillmore June 22,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4000-SP-ASH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Ash 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4070-SP-DSD SO 
Disaster Debris 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 14 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Fillmore June 22,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4000-SP-ASH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Ash 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4070-SP-DSD SO 
 Disaster Debris 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 14 

Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fillmore June 22,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-El N N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N N 1996 NA Al AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Ordinances 

6030-PI-OTH N Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other Policy Incentive 

7000-FR-MRF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7020-F R-TST Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-H H-PM F Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 14 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Fillmore June 22,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N N 1996 NA AI AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Ordinances 

 6030-PI-OTH N Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other Policy Incentive 

 7000-FR-MRF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 14 

Office of Local Assistance Page 5 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Fillmore June 22,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 14 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 5 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Fillmore June 22,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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StrikeOut
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Program Listing for Date-Ppinted 

LindLoma June 21,2005  

Pre 
Program-Gode Existed acted? Start —Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

-XenscapingnsasseycAng 
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Status-Eerie-Legend Reason-Code 
SO—Seleeted-Ongoing D—Drepped 4—Detays-in-brntgntg-diversien-faeilities--6—Laek-af--eeeperetien-frorn-edier-ertntiea 
AO—Alternative-Ongoing DE—Drepped-in-Earlier--Year—online7 7—Suffenent-diversien-witheut-seleeted 
SI---Seleeted-Implemented NI—Selested-and-Not-Inaplemented-2,-=-13navoidable-regalatoly-de Pcnaran;b 
Al—Altesnative-Implernented PF — Planned Future 3 —  —Enistinteentraetual-OF-legal-preblerna-8—Laek-ef-rearkets-neeessaff-to-suppert 
M—Regienal-Ageney-did-net-enist—NA—Pregrarn-did-net-enist 4—Insuffieient-funding7 
-OF 5—Insuffieient-staffing, 

ApplieationPAR-IS--eity4vas-not-ineerperated-or 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Loma Linda June 21,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N 1986 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 1983 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1987 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legend Reason Code   SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities la  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities.  AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implementedot  2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program.  AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or   city 
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Program Listing for
Loma 

 

Linda 

Date-12Finted 

Pre 1 995-----1-995----------1-996-------- 

June 21,2005 

Rregram-Gede Existed Sided? Start —Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

-Geninier-dial-On-Site-Pidkup 

-Seheel-Redyeling-P-r-egf-ame 

-Gever-nment-Resydling-Pr-egrarns 

RC SNL N N -2070 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
-Speeial-Gelledtien-Seasena4regulac) 

—M-89—N-1--ag—NI—Nt N-1--sgs—Nt—sag.—NI—sg 
-Residential-Self-haul-Greenwaste 

CAA I'OG N X -30 1996 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 

-Gemmer-dial-On-Site-Gr-eenwaste-Pidk-up 

-Gemmeceial-Self-Haul-GreePwaste 

-3050 CM SCH ,N ,N 
1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO nAn

O 
 

-Scheel-Cern pesting-Pfewarns 

-Gover-RmeRt-QampactiR0-12FeffamS.  

Statas-Code-Legend  
SO—Seleeted-Ongoing D—gipped 4 -  —Detays-in-brntgntg-diversien-faeilities--6—Laek-af--eeeperetien-frorn-edier-ertntiea 
AO—Alternative-Ongoing DE—Drepped-in-Earlier--Year—onl,ine7 7—Suffsnent-diversien-witheut-seleeted 
SI---Seleeted-Implemented NI—Selested-and-Not-Implemented-2,-=-13navoidable-regalatoly-de Pr-earan;b 
Al—Altesnative-Implernented PF - Planned Future 3- —En4stingnontreetual-OF-legal-preblerna-8—Laek-ef-rearkets-neeessaff-to-suppert 
M—Regienal-Ageney-did-net-enist—NA—Pregrarn-did-net-enist 4—Insuffieient-funding7 
-OF 5—Insuffieient-staffing, 

ApplieationPARTS--eity4vaanot-ineerperated-or 

Reason-Code 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Loma Linda June 21,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1996 NI 3 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3050-CM-SCH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Composting Programs 

 3060-CM-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 Status Code Legend Reason Code   SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities la  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities.  AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implementedot  2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program.  AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or   city 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date-12Finted 

LindLoma June 21,2005  

Pre  1 995-----1-995-----------1-996-------- 
Rregram-Gede Existed Sided? Start —Status Status Status Status Status Status 

141 99—NI-99 

Status Status 

-Tires 

-White-Goods 

-Scrap-Metal 

-Weed-Waste 

e060 co CAR N X 199 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 

-GenereteheksphaltRubble 

SP RNN N 1-995 Al AO AO AO AO AO -4099 -D AO AO 
-Rendering 

X000 ED_EL N X 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
-Electronic-(radie etlines) 

-14-int-(lar-eeheresrflyersguidesevis-adieles) 

-Outreaeh-(teeh-assistaneepresentatienawardsi  
-fairerfield-tdes) 

-Ssheets-(edueation-aad-GUFFIGU6R4 

Ste-Cede-Legend Reason-Code 
—Delays-in-brntgntg-diversien-faeilities--6—Laek-af--eeeperetien-frarn-edier-entitiea SO—Seleeted-Ongoing D—Drepped 4 -  

AO—Alternative-Ongoing DE—Drepped-in-Earlier--Year—ontine7 7—SuffEeient-diversien-witheat-seleeted 
SI—Seleeted-Intplernented NI—Seleetedand-Net-Implernented-2—Unaveidable-regelatery-delaya Pr-Wm% 
Al—Alternative4mplemented PP Planned Future 3--  —Existing-eontraetual-or--legal-problema-8—Lack-of markets-neeessaly-to-support 
M—Regienal-Ageney-did-net-enist—NA—Pregrarn-did-net-enist 4—InsaffEeient-funding7 

ApplieatienPAR4S--eity-was-net-ineerperated-er 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Loma Linda June 21,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4020-SP-TRS N Y 1998 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 Status Code Legend Reason Code   SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities la  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities.  AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Iot mplemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program.  AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or   city 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date-12Finted 

LindLoma June 21,2005  

Prei  
Program-Code Existed Sided? Start —Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

-Economic-ineentives" 

SO SO SO SO SO SO 
-Ordinances 

7000 FR MRF N Y 1999 NI 33-4-,-.5 NI 
—mpeF 

7-01-0 FR LAN N N 1-993 AO AO 

343-5—N4-7 

AO AO AO AO AO AO 
-Landfill 

-Com posting-Faoility 

9040 FR ADC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
-Altemative-Daily-Govec 

TR WTE N N 2003 —8000 
-Waste-T-o-Energy 

-Pecmanent-Paoility 

[]AAA HH MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO CPS 

-Mobile-or-Periodic-Collection 

SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
-Curbside-Gollesthan 

3,1, 5 

Status-Code-Legend  
SO—Seleeted-Ongoing D—Drepped 4—Delays-in-bringing-diversien-faeilities--6—Laek-ef-eeeperation-frorn-edier-entities 
AO—Alternative-Ongoing DE—Drepped-in-Earlier--Year—onl,ine7 7—Suffagent-diversien-witheut-aeleeted 
SI---Seleeted-Implemented NI—Selested-and-Not-Implemented-2,-13navoidable-regalatoly-dela Pr-egran;b 
Al—Alternative-Intplernented PF Planned Future 3— —Emistinteentraetual-OF-legal-preblerns7-8—Laek-ef-rearkets-neeessaff-to-suppert 
M—Regienal-Ageney-did-net-ex4st—NA=Pregrarn-did-net-ex4st 4—Insuffieient-funding7 
-OF 5—Insuffieient-staffing, 

ApplieationPARIS--eity4vaanot-ineerperated-or 

Reason-Cede 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1999 NI 3, 4, 5 NI 3, 4, 5 NI 7 NI 7 SI SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Landfill 

 7030-FR-CMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8000-TR-WTE N N 2003 
 Waste To Energy 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N Y 1996 NI 3, 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 Status Code Legend Reason Code   SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities la  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities.  AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Iot mplemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program.  AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or   city 
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Program Listing for Date-12Finted 

LindLoma June 21,2005  

Pre 
Program-Cade Existed Sided? Start —Status Status Status 

-Waste-Exchange 

-Educatien-laregrains 

Add-any-additional-pregrame-below 

Status Status Status Status Status 

Status-Cede-Legend Reasen-Cede 
SO—Selected-Owing Tel 4--Delaye-in-bPinging-divetsion-facilities--6—Lack-of eoopeation-from-otlte-entitiep. 
AO—Alternative-Ongoing DE—Bropped-e-Earliet--Year—online 7—Suffeient-diversien-witheut-aeleeted 
SI—Seeeted-Intplemented NI—Seleeted-and-Net-Intplemented-2—Unaveidable-regolatery-detayk 1.-.6....,  
Al—Altenative-Intplemented PF Planned Future 3—Emistinteentleetual-OF-legal-preblems7-8—Laek-of-ntarkets-neeessaef-to-suppert 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 5 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Loma Linda June 21,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9030-HH-WSE N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legend Reason Code   SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities la  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities.  AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Iot mplemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program.  AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Lemon Grove June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 1997 NA NA Al AO AO AO AO AO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 2000 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 

1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 

SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 16 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Lemon Grove June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 1997 NA NA AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 2000 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 16 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Lemon Grove June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH N N 1996 NA Al AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3020-CM-COG N N 1997 NA NA Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3050-CM-SCH N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
School Composting Programs 

3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Composting Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 16 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Lemon Grove June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH N N 1996 NA AI AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3020-CM-COG N N 1997 NA NA AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3050-CM-SCH N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 School Composting Programs 

 3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Lemon Grove June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 16 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Lemon Grove June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 16 

Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Lemon Grove June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7020-FR-TST N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

9000-HH-PMF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 16 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Lemon Grove June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7020-FR-TST N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 9000-HH-PMF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 17 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Oceanside May 19,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

1070-SR-OTH N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Other Source Reduction 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1985 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005        Attachment 17 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Oceanside May 19,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 1070-SR-OTH N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Other Source Reduction 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1985 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 17 

Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Oceanside May 19,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005        Attachment 17 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Oceanside May 19,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 17 

Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Oceanside May 19,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

3050-CM-SCH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO D 99 DE 99 
School Composting Programs 

3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Composting Programs 

4010-SP-SLG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005        Attachment 17 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Oceanside May 19,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 3050-CM-SCH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO D  99 DE 99 
 School Composting Programs 

 3060-CM-GOV Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 4010-SP-SLG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 17 

Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Oceanside May 19,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO D 99 SI 
MRF 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-HH-PMF N Y 1985 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO D 99 DE 99 DE 99 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005        Attachment 17 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Oceanside May 19,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO D  99 SI 
 MRF 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9000-HH-PMF N Y 1985 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO D 99 DE 99 DE 99 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 17 

Office of Local Assistance Page 5 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Oceanside May 19,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9020-H H-CSC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005        Attachment 17 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 5 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Oceanside May 19,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9020-HH-CSC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 18 

Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Oroville June 29,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 4 SI SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1999 NI 4 NI 4 NI 4 NI 4 SI SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N N 2004 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
Residential Curbside 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO D 6 DE 6 DE 6 DE 6 DE 6 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N N NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 7 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 18 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Oroville June 29,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 4 SI SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1999 NI 4 NI 4 NI 4 NI 4 SI SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N N 2004 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
 Residential Curbside 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO D 6 DE 6 DE 6 DE 6 DE 6 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N N NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1973 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y NA NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3020-CM-COG N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N Y NA NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason Status  Reason 
 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1973 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y NA NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3020-CM-COG N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y NA NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998   1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

5000-ED-ELC N Y NA PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y NA SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y NA PF PF PF NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1999 NI 4, 5 NI 4,5 NI 4,5,99 NI 4,5,99 SI SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N N NA Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1992 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 
Landfill 

7020-FR-TST N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1997 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 5000-ED-ELC N Y NA PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y NA SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y NA PF PF PF NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1999 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5, 99 NI 4, 5, 99 SI SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N N NA AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1992 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 DE 3 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1997 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed? Slcted? Start Date Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason Status Reason 

8010-TR-BIO Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Biomass 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9030-H H-WSE N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Waste Exchange 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities online. 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected program. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 4 = Insufficient funding. 9 = Other 
M = Regional Agency did not exist or NA = Program did not exist 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

city was not incorporated or city 
Application: PARIS part of Regional Agency 
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 8010-TR-BIO Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Biomass 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9030-HH-WSE N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code Legend d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  Delays in bringing diversion fa lities online. 6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. ci AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected program.  SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 3 =  Existing contractual r legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support program. ot o AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 4 =  Insufficient funding. 9 = Other  M   =  Regional Agency did not exist  or NA  = Program did not exist 5 =  Insufficient staffing.             city was not incorporated or city 
Application:  PARIS            part of Regional Agency 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-198 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions: Blythe, Riverside County; Fillmore, Ventura County; Loma Linda, San Bernardino 
County; Lemon Grove, Oceanside, San Diego County; Oroville, Butte County 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved each of the above-listed jurisdictions'first 
SB1066 Time Extension Application; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have subsequently found that they need additional time to either 
implement, fully implement, or expand those programs described in their respective second 
SB1066 Time Extension requests; and 

WHEREAS, based on staffs review of the jurisdictions' progress to-date in implementing the 
programs described in their respective first Plan of Correction, Board staff believes that each 
jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time 
to either implement, fully implement, or expand the programs described in its second Plan of 
Correction; and 

WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have submitted the necessary information and documentation 
required in a completed SB1066 Time Extension application; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts these jurisdictions' 
second SB 1066 Time Extension applications for a second extension through December 31, 
2005, to implement their respective SRREs and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-198 

Consideration Of A Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The Following 
Jurisdictions: Blythe, Riverside County; Fillmore, Ventura County; Loma Linda, San Bernardino 
County; Lemon Grove, Oceanside, San Diego County; Oroville, Butte County 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved each of the above-listed jurisdictions’first 
SB1066 Time Extension Application; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have subsequently found that they need additional time to either 
implement, fully implement, or expand those programs described in their respective second 
SB1066 Time Extension requests; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, based on staff’s review of the jurisdictions’ progress to-date in implementing the 
programs described in their respective first Plan of Correction, Board staff believes that each 
jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time 
to either implement, fully implement, or expand the programs described in its second Plan of 
Correction; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, the jurisdictions have submitted the necessary information and documentation 
required in a completed SB1066 Time Extension application;  
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts these jurisdictions’ 
second SB 1066 Time Extension applications for a second extension through December 31, 
2005, to implement their respective SRREs and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs these jurisdictions to 
on their progress in implementing their Plan of Correction by submitting an interim status 
and a final report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 

report 
report, 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs these jurisdictions to report 
on their progress in implementing their Plan of Correction by submitting an interim status report, 
and a final report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 8 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Coachella, 
Riverside County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Coachella (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing the source reduction, recycling, and composting programs, 
selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to 
implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. The City currently has a 52 percent diversion rate for 2001, 52 percent for 
2002, and 46 percent for 2003. The City is requesting to extend the due date for 
achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005. Staffs analysis of the City's 
Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City's waste stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17, 2004. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
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AGENDA ITEM 8 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Coachella, 
Riverside County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Coachella (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing the source reduction, recycling, and composting programs, 
selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to 
implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement.  The City currently has a 52 percent diversion rate for 2001, 52 percent for 
2002, and 46 percent for 2003.  The City is requesting to extend the due date for 
achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s 
Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17, 2004.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
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faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall speck its 
reasons for the disapproval." 

The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the 

programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information below. 
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faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the 

programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

2000 2001* 2002* 2003* Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day 
(PPd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 52 52 52 46 10.27 24,300 61 39 

* Diversion rate with biomass 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date 

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/2005 June 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report 

7 % 

City's geographic location: The City is located in Riverside 
the Coachella Valley. The City is urban and is predominately 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 

County in the Southern portion of 
an agricultural community. 

meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 
additional time is necessary for meeting the 

the request; 
to expand or newly implement in the 

SB1066 Time Extension application); 
to be expanded or newly proposed are 
by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 

must include a Plan of Correction that: 
the time extension expires; 

and composting programs the City will 
programs; 
be achieved; 

and/or expanded programs. 

the above requirements. Board staff has also 
current program implementation, including 

staff's understanding of the relevant 
to the need for an extension, Board staff 

of Correction to be reasonable. The 
explained in the attachment matrix 

Attachment 1 provides an 
• The barriers faced by 

the jurisdiction's explanation 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff's analysis of the 
• Diversion programs the 

Plan of Correction (Section 
• Staff's analysis of whether 

appropriate, given the 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 

overview of the following: 
the jurisdiction to 

as to why 

reasonableness of 
jurisdiction is proposing 

IV-A of the 
the programs 

barriers confronted 

extension request 
50 percent before 

recycling, 
new and existing 

when 50 percent will 
necessary for new 

Correction meets 
of the jurisdiction's 

Based on Board 
that contributed 

proposed new Plan 
staff's analyses are 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 time 
A. Demonstrates meeting 
B. Includes source reduction, 

implement and modify 
C. Identifies the date 
D. Identifies funding 

The jurisdiction's Plan of 
conducted an assessment 
a program review site visit. 
circumstances in the jurisdiction 
believes the jurisdiction's 
jurisdiction's request and 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Waste Stream Data 
Base 
Year 

2000 2001* 2002* 2003* Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day  
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 52 52 52 46 10.27 24,300 61 39 
* Diversion rate with biomass  
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date                    

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

             Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/2005 June 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report 

7 % 

 
City’s geographic location: The City is located in Riverside County in the Southern portion of 
the Coachella Valley. The City is urban and is predominately an agricultural community.  

 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     A. Demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           B.  Includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will         
implement and modify new and existing programs; 

       C.   Identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     D.  Identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 
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In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City's 
first SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
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In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 
  
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City’s 
first SB1066 time extension application.   
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
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diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

VI.  

VII.  

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Coachella 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

1.6 97.4 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Coachella 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

28,590 34,641 28.9 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The City uses 
and give-aways to promote recycling to all residential and commercial 
increase participation, the City will expand the dissemination 
residents and businesses on the availability of green waste and 
demolition diversion programs at the MRF. The City also prints 
Spanish. 

• Project Benefits. Expansion of the existing, and implementation 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the City's 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. City of Coachella's First Time Extension Matrix 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Coachella 
3. Program Listing for the City of Coachella 
4. Resolution Number 2005-199 

representative, 
community 

there 

To 
to 

and 
in 

rates. 

(D) 
reduce 

to 

reduction 
with 

by 
they meet 

sectors. 

of the additional 

brochures, newsletters, 

of information 
construction 

all brochures 

diversion 

local jurisdictions' 
strategy 

programs and 
City's efforts 

source 
to work 

diversion mandates) 
to ensure 
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diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Coachella 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

1.6 97.4 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Coachella 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

28,590 34,641 28.9 
* Per household 
 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, there 

are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the community 
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City uses brochures, newsletters, 

and give-aways to promote recycling to all residential and commercial sectors.  To 
increase participation, the City will expand the dissemination of information to 
residents and businesses on the availability of green waste and construction and 
demolition diversion programs at the MRF.  The City also prints all brochures in 
Spanish. 

• Project Benefits.  Expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. City of Coachella’s First Time Extension Matrix  
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Coachella 
3. Program Listing for the City of Coachella 
4. Resolution Number 2005-199 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Melissa Vargas Phone: (916) 341-6243 
B.  Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff: NA Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 
City of Coachella 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this 
publication. 

item was submitted for 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Melissa Vargas                 Phone:  (916) 341-6243 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
City of Coachella  

 
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Coachella First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition programs: 
• Lack of a Construction and Demolition Ordinance 

that will divert C&D materials from the landfill 
generated from C&D projects through the utilization 
of the City's franchise hauler. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City has recently passed urgency procedures to 

immediately address the diversion of C&D 
materials from construction and demolition projects. 

• The City will pass a C&D recycling Ordinance that 
will require all projects divert at least 50 percent of 
the material generated from the landfill. 

Construction and Demolition (C&D): 

• With the City's continued growth, C&D material 
will continue to be a major part of the City's waste 
stream. One way to address this area of the City's 
waste stream is through the implementation of a 
C&D Ordinance. Staff agrees with the City's plan to 
first implement urgency procedures to address the 
diversion of C&D material for all new construction 
projects while in the process of drafting a C&D 
Ordinance for adoption and implementation by 
September 30, 2005. 

Barriers in Residential Curbside program: 
• Lack of a City-wide residential curbside collection 

program which offered residents the opportunity to 
participate in a residential curbside collection 
program. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to monitor the 

residential curbside program that was recently 
implemented in September of 2004. 

• The City needs additional time to provide the 
necessary outreach to ensure maximum 
participation. 

Residential Curbside: 
• The City had previously offered the program to only 

half of the residences in the City. However, the City 
has recently offered the residential two-cart, 
curbside program to all residences in the City. 
Residents will be given a separate cart to put all 
their commingled recyclables into. Staff agrees with 
the City, that all residents should have the 
opportunity to take advantage of recycling 
programs. 

Barriers in Disposal Reporting Accuracy: 
• Investigating potential mis-reporting which 

potentially occurred during the deconstruction of 
Indian casino's located within and just outside the 
City limits. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to investigate the 

potential misreporting of disposal from Indian 
Casino's that are within and adjacent to the City. 
One of the ways the City plans on addressing this 
area is through the adoption of a C&D Ordinance 
requiring all C&D projects utilize a franchise hauler 
to divert at least 50 percent of the material from the 
landfill. The other way the City plans on handling 
this issue is through the development of holding 
discussions with the County of Riverside, Coachella 
Valley Council of Governments and the transfer 
station operator to ensure that all parties are aware 
of the City's C&D Ordnance and the potential 
problem with mis-allocation. 

Disposal Reporting: 
• Since the City has the potential positive and 

negative impacts from Indian Casino's, staff agrees 
with the City's approach to work with the County, 
transfer operator and Coachella Valley Association 
of Governments. Staff agrees with the City's 
approach to work proactively to address the issue of 
mis-allocation. 

• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers associated with this program 
by implementing a C&D Ordinance that would 
prevent any C&D tonnages being disposed from 
anyone other than the franchise hauler. 

Other reasons for First time extension: Other programs: 
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City of Coachella First Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition programs: 
• Lack of a Construction and Demolition Ordinance 

that will divert C&D materials from the landfill 
generated from C&D projects through the utilization 
of the City’s franchise hauler.  

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City has recently passed urgency procedures to 

immediately address the diversion of C&D 
materials from construction and demolition projects.  

• The City will pass a C&D recycling Ordinance that 
will require all projects divert at least 50 percent of 
the material generated from the landfill.   

Construction and Demolition (C&D): 
 
• With the City’s continued growth, C&D material 

will continue to be a major part of the City’s waste 
stream.  One way to address this area of the City’s 
waste stream is through the implementation of a 
C&D Ordinance. Staff agrees with the City’s plan to 
first implement urgency procedures to address the 
diversion of C&D material for all new construction 
projects while in the process of drafting a C&D 
Ordinance for adoption and implementation by 
September 30, 2005.  

 
Barriers in Residential Curbside program: 
• Lack of a City-wide residential curbside collection 

program which offered residents the opportunity to 
participate in a residential curbside collection 
program.  

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs the additional time to monitor the 

residential curbside program that was recently 
implemented in September of 2004. 

• The City needs additional time to provide the 
necessary outreach to ensure maximum 
participation. 

  
 

Residential Curbside: 
• The City had previously offered the program to only 

half of the residences in the City. However, the City 
has recently offered the residential two-cart, 
curbside program to all residences in the City. 
Residents will be given a separate cart to put all 
their commingled recyclables into. Staff agrees with 
the City, that all residents should have the 
opportunity to take advantage of recycling 
programs.  

 

Barriers in Disposal Reporting Accuracy: 
• Investigating potential mis-reporting which 

potentially occurred during the deconstruction of 
Indian casino’s located within and just outside the 
City limits.  

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to investigate the 

potential misreporting of disposal from Indian 
Casino’s that are within and adjacent to the City. 
One of the ways the City plans on addressing this 
area is through the adoption of a C&D Ordinance 
requiring all C&D projects utilize a franchise hauler 
to divert at least 50 percent of the material from the 
landfill. The other way the City plans on handling 
this issue is through the development of holding 
discussions with the County of Riverside, Coachella 
Valley Council of Governments and the transfer 
station operator to ensure that all parties are aware 
of the City’s C&D Ordnance and the potential 
problem with mis-allocation. 

Disposal Reporting: 
• Since the City has the potential positive and 

negative impacts from Indian Casino’s, staff agrees 
with the City’s approach to work with the County, 
transfer operator and Coachella Valley Association 
of Governments. Staff agrees with the City’s 
approach to work proactively to address the issue of 
mis-allocation.  

• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers associated with this program 
by implementing a C&D Ordinance that would 
prevent any C&D tonnages being disposed from 
anyone other than the franchise hauler.  

 
 

Other reasons for First time extension: Other programs: 
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Residential Curbside Green waste 
• Another new program the City is proposing is 

residential curbside green waste. 

• Staff agrees that by providing residents with a cart 
to recycle green waste, residents will now have the 
opportunity to divert the organic material, which is 
typically a large portion of waste stream. In 
addition, staff agrees that this program will benefit 
the City as it will divert this material from the 
landfill. 

• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers of a lack of curbside green 
waste program. 

Commercial 
• The City will also need additional time to continue 

to provide technical outreach to businesses to 
increase commercial participation with the City's 
recycling programs. 

• Staff agrees with the City's analysis that the City 
needs to provide technical outreach to the 
commercial sector in order to increase the recycling. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

4060-SP-CAR Construction and Demolition (C&D) 
The City will adopt a C&D Ordinance that will 
require a minimum 50 percent diversion of material 

This program is important because the 
City is growing and in order to ensure 
materials are being diverted from 
construction and demolition projects 
establishing a C&D Ordinance will 
ensure recyclable materials are diverted 
from the landfill. 

4% 

generated at all construction sites. All materials will 
be picked up by the franchise hauler or required 
documentation substantiating material was diverted. 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside 
Expand existing curbside automated recycling 
program to all single family residences. 

By adding this program to the City's plan 
of correction, staff agrees that this will 
offer the City additional diversion 
opportunities. 

1.2% 

3000-CM-RCG Residential Curbside Green Waste 
Expand existing curbside automated recycling 
program to include a separate recycling container for 
green waste for all single family residences. 

Staff agrees that by including curbside 
green waste into the City's plan of 
correction that the City is addressing 
another part of their waste stream for 
materials that can be diverted from the 
landfill. 

0.8% 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-Site Pick-up 
The City will increase (through its franchise hauler), 
the number of on-site waste audits and technical 
assistance to expand business recycling programs. 

Staff agrees that by providing the 
necessary technical assistance to 
businesses so that they can take 
advantage of recycling opportunities will 
support the City's efforts with diverting 
more recyclable materials from the 
landfill. 

1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 7.0 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 46% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 53% 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 8 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 1 

Residential Curbside Green waste 
• Another new program the City is proposing is 

residential curbside green waste. 

• Staff agrees that by providing residents with a cart 
to recycle green waste, residents will now have the 
opportunity to divert the organic material, which is 
typically a large portion of waste stream. In 
addition, staff agrees that this program will benefit 
the City as it will divert this material from the 
landfill. 

• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers of a lack of curbside green 
waste program.  

Commercial  
• The City will also need additional time to continue 

to provide technical outreach to businesses to 
increase commercial participation with the City’s 
recycling programs. 

 

• Staff agrees with the City’s analysis that the City 
needs to provide technical outreach to the 
commercial sector in order to increase the recycling. 

 

 
 
 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

4060-SP-CAR Construction and Demolition (C&D) 
The City will adopt a C&D Ordinance that will 
require a minimum 50 percent diversion of material 
generated at all construction sites. All materials will 
be picked up by the franchise hauler or required 
documentation substantiating material was diverted.  

This program is important because the 
City is growing and in order to ensure 
materials are being diverted from 
construction and demolition projects 
establishing a C&D Ordinance will 
ensure recyclable materials are diverted 
from the landfill.  

4% 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside  
Expand existing curbside automated recycling 
program to all single family residences. 

By adding this program to the City’s plan 
of correction, staff agrees that this will 
offer the City additional diversion 
opportunities.  

1.2% 

3000-CM-RCG Residential Curbside Green Waste  
Expand existing curbside automated recycling 
program to include a separate recycling container for 
green waste for all single family residences.  

Staff agrees that by including curbside 
green waste into the City’s plan of 
correction that the City is addressing 
another part of their waste stream for 
materials that can be diverted from the 
landfill. 

0.8% 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-Site Pick-up 
The City will increase (through its franchise hauler), 
the number of on-site waste audits and technical 
assistance to expand business recycling programs.  
 

Staff agrees that by providing the 
necessary technical assistance to 
businesses so that they can take 
advantage of recycling opportunities will 
support the City’s efforts with diverting 
more recyclable materials from the 
landfill. 

1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 7.0 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 46% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  53% 
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Support Programs 

5020-ED-OUT Education Outreach 
5010-ED-PRN Education Outreach-Print 
The City, through its franchise waste hauler will 
increase the number and frequency of business waste 
audits to promote and expand business recycling 
programs available to City businesses. Interpreters or 
bilingual personnel will be utilized as appropriate and 
information distributed will be bilingual to increase 
participation and understanding. 
The City will be increasing their bilingual outreach to 
businesses and residences stressing the importance of 
recycling. This outreach will be in the form of 
technical outreach and distribution of printed 
outreach materials. 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the City's 
programs. By educating businesses and the residential 
sector about the City's recycling program the City will 
ensure that one of the necessary steps has been taken to 
implement this program that is intended to maximize 
participation 

6020-PI-ORD Policy/Ordinance 
The City has implemented (since May 2005) urgency 
procedures requiring all construction plans must 
utilize a franchise hauler that will divert at least 50 
percent of material from the landfill. Documentation 
must be provided to the City demonstrating that all 
self hauled material generated from C&D projects 
was diverted from the landfill. The City is in the 
process of drafting a construction and demolition 
diversion ordinance. The ordinance once 
implemented will require a minimum of 50% 

Staff agrees with the City's plan to divert C&D material 
from the landfill through the adoption of a formal C&D 
policy. By adopting a C&D Ordinance, the City is taking 
the necessary steps to ensure that material generated from 
construction and demolition projects are diverted from the 
landfill. 

diversion of materials generated at all construction 
sites. The ordinance will also require that all 
disposal/diversion material will be picked up by the 
City's franchise waste hauler or provide 
documentation that the material was self hauled and 
provide documentation of its diversion activities. Full 
implementation is expected by September 30, 2005. 
The City will then need the additional time to monitor 
the program. 
Disposal Reporting 

The City is working with the transfer station, 
Riverside County and local Council of Governments 
to improve the accuracy and documentation of waste 
disposal/diversion within the Coachella Valley. 

Staff agrees with the City's approach as a way to improve 
disposal and diversion reporting accuracy. It is essential for 
the City to continue to work with these other entities in 
order to address the issues surrounding disposal reporting. 
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Staff agrees with the City’s plan to divert C&D material 
from the landfill through the adoption of a formal C&D 
policy. By adopting a C&D Ordinance, the City is taking 
the necessary steps to ensure that material generated from 
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 Disposal Reporting 
The City is working with the transfer station, 
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disposal/diversion within the Coachella Valley.  
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the City to continue to work with these other entities in 
order to address the issues surrounding disposal reporting.  
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

request 
any additional 

will work with 
call (916) 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

The City of Coachella 

County 

Riverside 

Authorized Signature Title 

City Manager 
0...44.14-vt., 

Type/Pr' Name of Person Signing 

Jerry tillan 

Date Phone 

(760) 398-3502 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Michael Perry' 

Title 

Consultant 

Phone 

(909)557-7700 

E-mail Address 

mperry56@earthl ink .net 

Fax 

(909)798-8914 

Mailing Address 

523 East Pioneer Ave 

City 

Redlands 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

92374 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

E Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

►1 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested 2004, 2005 _2003, 

Is this a second request? ei No ❑ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful,) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

See Attachment 1 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City is requesting a time extension until December 31, 2005, to implement the programs outlined within the 
plan of correction. This request is based upon the needed time between June 2005 and December 2005 to 
implement and expand the programs outlined in the plan of correction and to begin more comprehensive 
monitoring programs for waste diversion and disposal from the City. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The City has consistently implemented the programs outlined within its SRRE. To date 39 programs relating to 
waste disposal, prevention, diversion, recycling, and education have been implemented by the City. These efforts 
have included the following highlights: 

Establishing the City first source separated curbside collection program for single family residences within the City 
in 1993. This program was modified in 2003 to incorporate a two can (co-mingled recyclables and refuse) 
automated collection program reaching 55% of the single family residences within the City. 

Establishment of a JPA between the Cities of Coachella and Indio for the construction and operation of a transfer 
station to include waste diversion and drop off diversion. This facility became fully operational in 2003. 

In 2004, the City in conjunction with its franchise waste hauler completed its City-wide residential recycling program 
that incorporated a two-can automated pick-up for recyclables and refuse. This program in 2004 increased the 
number of homes served with the automated service by 45% and is now available to all single family residents. 

The City has scheduled a new waste hauling franchise agreement to be considered by the City Council. This new 
franchise agreement will incorporate the proposed additional curbside automated green waste collection program 
for single family residences within the City and provide for enhansed recycling and waste reduction educational 
programs for participants 

Ongoing coordination and participation in the Riverside County Waste Management Department and the Coachella 
Valley Association of Governments (CVAG) Solid Waste Diversion Programs. 
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4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section MB DIVERSION REQUIREMENT —ALTERNATIVE 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e g , IIIB-1.).  

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

Board Meeting
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 39 Non-residential % 61 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary Is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

4060SP-CAR New 

The City is in the process of drafting a construction 
demolition diversion ordinance. The ordnance, once 
implemented will require a minimum 50% diversion of 
materials generated at all construction sites. The 
ordinance will also require that all disposal/diversion 
material will be picked up by the City's franchise waste 
hauler or provide documentation that the material was 
self hauled and provide documentation of its diversion 
activities. Full Implementation is expected by 
September 30, 2005. 

City 2005 4% 

2000-RC-CRB Expand 

Expand existing curbside automated recycling program 
to incorporate 100% of single family residences located 
within the City. (In 2003 only 55% of single family 
residences were being served by this program 

Rate 
Payer 

2004 1.2% 

3000-CM-RCG New 

The City through its franchise waste hauler will expand 
its existing curbside recycling program to include yard 
and green waste generation from single family 
residences. 

Hauler 2005 0.8% 

2030-RC-OSP Expand 

The City through its franchise waste hauler will increase 
the number and frequesncy of business waste audits to 
promote and expand business recycling programs 
available to City businesses. 

Hauler 2005 1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
7% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 46% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 53% 
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PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5010-ED-PRN Expand Expand and redistribute existing recycling/waste diversion 
brochures to all single-family residents served by the City's 
franchise waste hauler. All Information distrubuted will be bilingual 
for greater understanding. 

2005 

Disposal Study Expand The City is working closely with the transfer station operator, 
County Waste Management Department, and local Council of 
Governments to improve the accuracy and documentation of 
waste disposal/diversion within the Coachella Valley. 

2005 

See Attachment 1 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 8
Attachment 2



Board Meeting 
August 16-17,2005 

Agenda Item 8 
Attachment 2 

Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  
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Section III A-Time Extension 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why 
SRRE selected programs did not achieve the 50% diversion. Identify barrier to 
meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how they will be overcome. 

The City of Coachella has met and/or exceeded the mandated diversion goals (25% in 1995, and 
50% in 2000) for seven years. However, the City experienced an unanticipated growth in the 
quantity of waste being generated within the City starting in the third quarter of 2003. The 
quantity of waste materials being reported by the County of Riverside Tonnage Tracking System 
increased 2.8% in 2002 and 24.5% in 2003 resulting in the City under achieving its diversion 
goals for the first time since 1990. 

This unprecedented increase in waste disposal is believed to be caused my many factors but 
primarily a result of greater than anticipated growth in new construction/remodeling for the 
general residential and commercial sectors, and large commercial construction/remodeling 
projects on Indian Reservations located in and adjacent to the City, whose demolition waste may 
have been reported as being generated within the City. Although the City believes that much of 
the waste disposal increase in 2003 is resulting from a short term increase in disposal cause by 
land clearing, construction, and renovation projects, it is committed to implementing the 
necessary diversion programs to maintain achievement of the state mandated diversion goals. 

Greater than anticipated growth in new construction/remodeling: 

One of the barriers that the City has faced in maintaining compliance with the mandated diversion 
rate is the management of recyclables at construction sites. With development occurring at an 
unprecedented rate, the City and its franchise waste hauler did not have and ordinance and 
procedures in place to regulate the proper diversion and tracking of construction and demolition 
waste. 

To correct this source of non-diverted waste, the City will be adopting a C&D Ordinance that will 
mandate that developers recycle a majority of their solid waste materials resulting from 
construction/demolition activities. In the interim, the City Public Works Department is requiring 
that construction plans approved by the City specify that a 50% diversion must be achieved. In 
addition the City will be increasing the enforcement of its exclusive franchise agreement thereby 
eliminating independent C&D waste haulers from removing C&D waste and delivering it directly to 
the landfill or transfer station rather than an approved C&D recycler. Penalties being considered 
for noncompliance by developers include fines and delays in the issuance of Certificates of 
Occupancy 

Large commercial developments/remodeling on Indian Reservations: 

In 2003, two Indian Casinos, one located within the City, and one nearby in an unincorporated 
area of the County, began construction of large scale remodeling/expansion programs resulting in 
a significant quantity of C&D waste being generated. The City has been unable to verify if these 
wastes were assigned as waste being generated from within the City limits (Discussions with the 
transfer station operator and the Riverside County Waste Management Department are ongoing). 
Although Riverside County has one of the better tonnage tracking systems available throughout 
the State, cash customers and private C&D haulers disposal is still primarily tracked based upon 
the occupant of the vehicle stating verbally the source of origin when entering the waste disposal 
facility. This system leaves questions that cannot be answered especially when attempting to 
historically track (2003/04) cash or temporary use customers. As such, tracking waste disposal 
from a historical perspective is difficult to achieve with any degree of accuracy. 
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To prevent possible miss-tracking in the future, the City is working closely with the transfer station 
operator, County Waste Management Department, and local Council of Governments to improve 
the accuracy and documentation available relating to waste disposal within the Coachella Valley. 
In addition, greater enforcement of the City's exclusive hauling agreement will reduce or eliminate 
these barriers from occurring in the future. The City Public Works Department has implemented 
(May 2005) urgency procedures requiring construction plans note that the franchise waste hauler 
must be used for all independent C&D and construction site cleanup hauling, and that a minimum 
50% diversion must be achieved with documentation provided to the City for all self hauled C&D 
and construction site cleanup activities. 

Section IV A-Plan of Correction 

Programs Supporting Plan of Correction (Continued) 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5020-ED-OUT Expand 

The City through its franchise waste hauler will 
increase the number and frequency of business 
waste audits to promote and expand business 
recycling programs available to City businesses. 
Interpreters or bilingual personnel will be utilized as 
appropriate and information distributed will be 
bilingual to increase participation and understanding. 

2005 

6020-PI-ORD New 

The City is in the process of drafting a construction 
demolition diversion ordinance. The ordnance, once 
implemented will require a minimum 50% diversion of 
materials generated at all construction sites. The 
ordinance will also require that all disposal/diversion 
material will be picked up by the City's franchise 
waste hauler or provide documentation that the 
material was self hauled and provide documentation 
of its diversion activities. Full Implementation is 
expected by September 30, 2005. 

2005 

6020-PI-ORD New 

The City Public Works Department has implemented 
(May 2005) urgency procedures requiring 
construction plans note that the franchise waste 
hauler must be used for all independent C&D and 
construction site cleanup hauling, and that a 
minimum 50% diversion must be achieved with 
documentation provided to the City for all self hauled 
C&D and construction site cleanup activities. 

2005 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Coachella June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Coachella June 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Coachella June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2060-RC-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 2002 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 SI 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Food Waste Composting 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Coachella June 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2060-RC-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 2002 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 SI 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Food Waste Composting 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Coachella June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Coachella June 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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callen
StrikeOut

callen
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Coachella June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

6020-PI-ORD N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

8010-TR-BIO N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Biomass 

9000-HH-PMF N Y 1996 NI 4 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-HH-CSC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Curbside Collection 

9030-HH-WSE N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Waste Exchange 

9040-HH-EDP N Y 1990 PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Education Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 6020-PI-ORD N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 8010-TR-BIO N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Biomass 

 9000-HH-PMF N Y 1996 NI 4 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9030-HH-WSE N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP N Y 1990 PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Education Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut



Board Meeting Agenda Item 8 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Coachella June 27,2005 

Pre 1995  1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did 
or 

not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-199 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Coachella, 
Riverside County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Coachella (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the 
Coachella has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 
50 percent diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
Coachella's SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-199 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Coachella, 
Riverside County 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Coachella (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required;  
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the 
Coachella has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 
50 percent diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
Coachella’s SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 9 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The Consolidated Waste 
Management Authority, Tulare County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The Consolidated Waste Management Authority (CWMA) has submitted to the 
California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 
1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff 
review indicates that while the CWMA has been implementing the source reduction, 
recycling, and composting programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve 
the 50 percent diversion requirement. The CWMA currently has a 50 percent diversion 
rate for 2001, 49 percent for 2002, and 44 percent for 2003. The CWMA is requesting to 
extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005. 
Staffs analysis of the CWMA's Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given 
the CWMA's waste stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the CWMA's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17, 
2004. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the CWMA's application as submitted for an extension to 

the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the CWMA's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the CWMA's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the CWMA's application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the CWMA's application and direct staff to commence 
the process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The Consolidated Waste 
Management Authority, Tulare County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The Consolidated Waste Management Authority (CWMA) has submitted to the 
California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 
1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff 
review indicates that while the CWMA has been implementing the source reduction, 
recycling, and composting programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve 
the 50 percent diversion requirement.  The CWMA currently has a 50 percent diversion 
rate for 2001, 49 percent for 2002, and 44 percent for 2003.  The CWMA is requesting to 
extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005.  
Staff’s analysis of the CWMA’s Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given 
the CWMA’s waste stream. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the CWMA’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17, 
2004. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the CWMA’s application as submitted for an extension to 

the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the CWMA’s application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the CWMA’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the CWMA’s application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the CWMA’s application and direct staff to commence 
the process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV.  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the CWMA's application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 

V.  ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall speck its 
reasons for the disapproval." 

The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the CWMA’s application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 
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2. Basis for staffs analysis 
the information below. 

the 
and 

and 
the 

in the 

or 

Staffs 

Existing 
Base 
Year 

analysis 

Jurisdiction 
2001 

is based upon 

Conditions: 
2002 2003 Pounds 

waste 
generated 
per person 
per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1997 50% 49% 44% 9.35 243,175 68% 32% 

*note: the residential and non-residential waste stream percentages have been updated since the CWMA 
submitted their application. 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date 

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/2005 June 2003 Interim Report, and 
Final Report 

6 % 

CWMA geographic location: The CWMA consists 
County, but does not include the unincorporated 
located in the central portion of California and 
County to the west, Kern County to the south 
cities that belong to the CWMA are located 
ranching areas. 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 

of all of the eight cities located in Tulare 
portion of Tulare County. Tulare County is 

is bordered by Fresno County to the north, Kings 
and Inyo County to the east. The majority of 

in valley areas and are surrounded by farming 

of the following: 
to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, 

to why additional time is necessary for meeting 

of the request; 
is proposing to expand or newly implement 

of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
to be expanded or newly proposed are 
by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 

request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
before the time extension expires; 

will modify and new source reduction, recycling, 
will implement. 

will be achieved; 
new and/or expanded programs. 

the programs 

the jurisdiction 

for 

Attachment 1 provides an 
• The barriers faced by 

the jurisdiction's explanation 
diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the 
• Diversion programs the 

Plan of Correction (Section 
• Staffs analysis of whether 

appropriate, given the 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 

overview 
the jurisdiction 

as 

reasonableness 
jurisdiction 

IV-A 

barriers confronted 

extension 
50 percent 

it 

50 percent 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 time 
a. demonstrates meeting 
b. includes existing programs 

composting programs 
c. identifies the date when 
d. identifies funding necessary 
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2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
Base 
Year 

2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1997 50% 49% 44% 9.35 243,175 68% 32% 

*note: the residential and non-residential waste stream percentages have been updated since the CWMA  
          submitted their application.  
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date                    

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

             Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/2005 June 2003 Interim Report, and 
Final Report 

               6 % 

 
CWMA geographic location: The CWMA consists of all of the eight cities located in Tulare 
County, but does not include the unincorporated portion of Tulare County. Tulare County is 
located in the central portion of California and is bordered by Fresno County to the north, Kings 
County to the west, Kern County to the south and Inyo County to the east. The majority of the 
cities that belong to the CWMA are located in valley areas and are surrounded by farming and 
ranching areas. 

 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 

  a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 
b. includes existing programs it will modify and new source reduction, recycling, or 

composting programs the jurisdiction will implement. 
  c. identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
  d. identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
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The jurisdiction's Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction's current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction's proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable. The 
jurisdiction's request and staff's analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 3. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the CWMA's 
first SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the CWMA more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the CWMA more time to implement new and expanding diversion 
programs and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on 
diversion will assist the CWMA in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC 
Section 41780. 
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The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 
  
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 3.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the CWMA’s 
first SB1066 time extension application.   
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the CWMA more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the CWMA more time to implement new and expanding diversion 
programs and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on 
diversion will assist the CWMA in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC 
Section 41780.   



Board Meeting Agenda Item-9 
August 16-17, 2005 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for the Consolidated Waste Management Authority* 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

41.8 50.8 1.4 0.8 3.1 0.1 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for Consolidated Waste Management Authority* 
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % individuals below poverty level 

33,983 45,974 23.9 
** Per Household *Countywide 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the 
are no environmental justice issues related to this 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. Member 
magnets, door-to-door outreach and local television 
Spanish to promote recycling to residential and commercial 
brochures and flyers are also made available at public 
enhance awareness of the need for waste reduction 
many communities as possible. 

• Project Benefits. Expansion of the existing, and 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
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E. Fiscal Impacts 

No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for the Consolidated Waste Management Authority* 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

41.8   50.8  1.4 0.8   3.1 0.1  0.1  
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for Consolidated Waste Management Authority* 
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % individuals below poverty level 

33,983 45,974 23.9 
** Per Household  *Countywide    
 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, there 

are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the community.   
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  Member jurisdictions use newsletters, 

magnets, door-to-door outreach and local television broadcasts in both English and 
Spanish to promote recycling to residential and commercial sectors.  Informational 
brochures and flyers are also made available at public events.  The goals are to 
enhance awareness of the need for waste reduction and recycling and to reach as 
many communities as possible.   

• Project Benefits.  Expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the CWMA’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the CWMA’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Consolidated Waste Management Authority's First Time Extension Matrix 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the Consolidated Waste Management 

Authority 
3. Program Listing for the Consolidated Waste Management Authority 
4. Resolution Number 2005-201 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Zane Poulson Phone: (916) 341-6265 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: NA Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

The Consolidated Waste Management Authority 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted 
publication. 
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Page 9-6 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-9 
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 9-6 

 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Consolidated Waste Management Authority’s First Time Extension Matrix  
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the Consolidated Waste Management 

Authority 
3. Program Listing for the Consolidated Waste Management Authority 
4. Resolution Number 2005-201 

 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Zane Poulson                            Phone:  (916) 341-6265 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
The Consolidated Waste Management Authority 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 9 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 1 

Consolidated Waste Management Authority's First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition diversion 
programs: 
• The CWMA member cities lack enforcement to 

ensure that contractors and residents take C&D 
waste materials to C&D diversion facilities. 

• Many of the CWMA member cities have 
experienced a large amount of growth and 
redevelopment which has resulted in a larger than 
expected increase in C&D waste with no 
infrastructure to divert it. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• CWMA staff needs time to work with Tulare 

County staff to coordinate development of a model 
C&D ordinance. Staff anticipates placing the model 
C&D ordinance before the CWMA Board at its 
September, 2005 meeting. 

• CWMA staff also needs more time to work with the 
City Councils of each of the member cities to 
encourage adoption of the ordinance by the end of 
the year. 

• More time is needed to monitor the effectiveness of 
the new ordinance. 

Construction and Demolition Diversion: 
• There are C&D recycling facilities that recycle 

source-separated C&D materials. However, a 
mixed C&D facility will give the CWMA the extra 
capacity to recycle large amounts of mixed C&D 
material that have been going into the landfill. 

• With the CWMA's continued growth, C&D 
material will continue to be a major part of the 
waste stream. A properly enforced C&D recycling 
ordinance will be a major step in working to fmd a 
viable alternative to land filling C&D materials. 

• Staff concurs that the CWMA is appropriately 
targeting this waste stream through implementing an 
ordinance and further expanding C&D diversion 
opportunities. 

Barriers in Waste-to-energy program: 
• At its March, 2005, meeting, the Consolidated 

Waste Management Authority Board overcame one 
barrier and authorized contracting with Tulare 
County Recycling (TCR), to divert its residual 
waste from the materials recovery facility to the 
transformation facility in Long Beach. 

• The next barrier was overcome when the first 
shipment of materials began in May of 2005. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs more time for the reduction in 

disposal through transformation to be reflected in 
the AB 939 diversion rate for 2005 and 2006. 

• More time is needed to monitor the effectiveness of 
the new program since it only began in May of 
2005. 

Waste-to-energy: 
• Staff supports the CWMA's effort to freely evaluate 

all of their diversion opportunities sending material 
to the WTE facility will help ensure that the 
CWMA maximizes their diversion efforts. 

Barriers in Commercial Self-haul Greenwaste 
Diversion: 
• Lack of a coordinated plan of how to address the 

need for commercial greenwaste diversion. 
• Now that there is agreement on the diversion 

opportunities to be offered, implementing the 
diversion programs is another barrier to be 
overcome. 

Commercial Self-haul Greenwaste Diversion: 
• CWMA has overcome the first barrier by 

developing a coordinated plan to address the need 
for commercial greenwaste diversion. 

• In addition, staff agrees that implementing the 
commercial greenwaste diversion opportunities, will 
overcome one of the last barriers to reaching the 
goal of 50 percent, so CWMA can concentrate on 
monitoring and fine-tuning its programs. 
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• The CWMA member cities lack enforcement to 

ensure that contractors and residents take C&D 
waste materials to C&D diversion facilities. 

• Many of the CWMA member cities have 
experienced a large amount of growth and 
redevelopment which has resulted in a larger than 
expected increase in C&D waste with no 
infrastructure to divert it. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• CWMA staff  needs time to work with Tulare 

County staff to coordinate development of a model 
C&D ordinance.  Staff anticipates placing the model 
C&D ordinance before the CWMA Board at its 
September, 2005 meeting.  

• CWMA staff also needs more time to work with the 
City Councils of each of the member cities to 
encourage adoption of the ordinance by the end of 
the year. 

• More time is needed to monitor the effectiveness of 
the new ordinance.  

Construction and Demolition Diversion: 
• There are C&D recycling facilities that recycle 

source-separated C&D materials.  However, a 
mixed C&D facility will give the CWMA the extra 
capacity to recycle large amounts of mixed C&D 
material that have been going into the landfill. 

• With the CWMA’s continued growth, C&D 
material will continue to be a major part of the 
waste stream.  A properly enforced C&D recycling 
ordinance will be a major step in working to find a 
viable alternative to land filling C&D materials. 

• Staff concurs that the CWMA is appropriately 
targeting this waste stream through implementing an 
ordinance and further expanding C&D diversion 
opportunities. 

 

Barriers in Waste-to-energy program: 
• At its March, 2005, meeting, the Consolidated 

Waste Management Authority Board overcame one 
barrier and authorized contracting with Tulare 
County Recycling (TCR), to divert its residual 
waste from the materials recovery facility to the 
transformation facility in Long Beach. 

• The next barrier was overcome when the first 
shipment of materials began in May of 2005.   

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs more time for the  reduction in 

disposal through transformation to be reflected in 
the AB 939 diversion rate for 2005 and 2006. 

• More time is needed to monitor the effectiveness of 
the new program since it only began in May of 
2005.  

Waste-to-energy: 
• Staff supports the CWMA’s effort to freely evaluate 

all of their diversion opportunities sending material 
to the WTE facility will help ensure that the 
CWMA maximizes their diversion efforts.  

 

Barriers in Commercial Self-haul Greenwaste 
Diversion: 
• Lack of a coordinated plan of how to address the 

need for commercial greenwaste diversion. 
• Now that there is agreement on the diversion 

opportunities to be offered, implementing the 
diversion programs is another barrier to be 
overcome. 

 

Commercial Self-haul Greenwaste Diversion: 
• CWMA has overcome the first barrier by 

developing a coordinated plan to address the need 
for commercial greenwaste diversion. 

• In addition, staff agrees that implementing the 
commercial greenwaste diversion opportunities, will 
overcome one of the last barriers to reaching the 
goal of 50 percent, so CWMA can concentrate on 
monitoring and fine-tuning its programs.  
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Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• It will take time to add a drop-off site in those cities 

that do not currently have one, as well as offer 
commercial greenwaste pick-up at some locations. 

• Additional time will be required time to purchase 
materials as well as bins. 

• More time will be needed to educate businesses 
about the benefits of the new programs. 

• The City will also need additional time to monitor 
the participation and fine-tune these programs. 

Other reasons for First time extension: 
Electronic and Print Education program 
• Another new program the City is proposing is 

electronic and Print Education, to make sure all 
CWMA residents and businesses know how to 
participate fully in their new programs. 

Other programs: 
• Staff agrees that bilingual printed and electronic 

materials are the best way to reach all of the 
CWMA's diverse demographic residents. 

Other reasons for First time extension: 
Outreach program 
• The City will also need additional time to continue 

to monitor the effect of its multi-media outreach 
campaign. 

• Staff agrees with the City's analysis that the City 
needs to continue to be proactive when reaching out 
to ensure effective and maximum usage of all its 
waste diversion programs. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

6020-PI-ORD Ordinances, (Construction and 
Demolition (C&D) Diversion Ordinance) 
The CWMA will develop and adopt a model C&D 
Diversion ordinance and adopt Resolution of 
Recommendation to encourage adoption of the 
ordinance by the City Council of each of the 
CWMA's member agencies. 

This program is important because it 
addresses the additional disposal 
attributed to an increase in large vehicle 
self-haul at County landfills resulting 
from increased construction activity, as 
well as natural growth throughout the 
member cities. 

2 % 

8000-TR-WTE, Waste To Energy 
The CWMA will transfer residual waste from Tulare 
County Recycling to the City of Long Beach 
Southeast Resources Recovery waste-to-energy 
(WTE) facility. 

By adding diversion of residual waste to 
a permitted transformation facility to the 
CWMA's plan of correction, staff agrees 
that this will offer the additional 
diversion opportunities only open to 
those within cost-effective transport 
distance to a permitted facility. 

3 % 

3020-CM-CSG, Commercial On-site Greenwaste 
Pick-up 
Add commercial greenwaste pick-up at selected 
locations. 

Expansion of commercial greenwaste 
opportunities in each of the member 
cities will provide consistent CWMA-
wide greenwaste diversion. 

.5 % 

3030-CM-CSG Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 
The CWMA will expand commercial greenwaste 
drop-off program to include a site in each of the 
member cities. 

Creating more sites for drop-off 
opportunities for self-haulers will 
increase the amount of greenwaste that 
can be diverted. 

.5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 6 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50 % 
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• It will take time to add a drop-off site in those cities 
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• Additional time will be required time to purchase 
materials as well as bins.  

• More time will be needed to educate businesses 
about the benefits of the new programs. 
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Other reasons for First time extension: 
Electronic and Print Education program 
• Another new program the City is proposing is 

electronic and Print Education, to make sure all 
CWMA residents and businesses know how to 
participate fully in their new programs. 

 

Other programs: 
• Staff agrees that bilingual printed and electronic 

materials are the best way to reach all of the 
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• The City will also need additional time to continue 

to monitor the effect of its multi-media outreach 
campaign.  

• Staff agrees with the City’s analysis that the City 
needs to continue to be proactive when reaching out 
to ensure effective and  maximum usage of all its 
waste diversion programs.  

 

 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

6020-PI-ORD Ordinances, (Construction and 
Demolition (C&D) Diversion Ordinance)   
The CWMA will develop and adopt a model C&D 
Diversion ordinance and adopt Resolution of 
Recommendation to encourage adoption of the 
ordinance by the City Council of each of the 
CWMA’s member agencies. 

This program is important because it 
addresses the additional disposal 
attributed to an increase in large vehicle 
self-haul at County landfills resulting 
from increased construction activity, as 
well as natural growth throughout the 
member cities.   

2 % 

8000-TR-WTE, Waste To Energy 
The CWMA will transfer residual waste from Tulare 
County Recycling to the City of Long Beach 
Southeast Resources Recovery waste-to-energy 
(WTE) facility. 

By adding diversion of residual waste to 
a permitted transformation facility to the 
CWMA’s plan of correction, staff agrees 
that this will offer the additional 
diversion opportunities only open to 
those within cost-effective transport 
distance to a permitted facility.  

3 % 

3020-CM-CSG, Commercial On-site Greenwaste 
Pick-up 
Add commercial greenwaste pick-up at selected 
locations. 
 

Expansion of commercial greenwaste 
opportunities in each of the member 
cities will provide consistent CWMA-
wide greenwaste diversion. 

.5 % 

3030-CM-CSG Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 
The CWMA will expand commercial greenwaste 
drop-off program to include a site in each of the 
member cities. 

Creating more sites for drop-off 
opportunities for self-haulers will 
increase the amount of greenwaste that 
can be diverted. 

.5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 6 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50 % 
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Support Programs 

5000-ED-ELC & 5010-ED-PRN Electronic and Print Education outreach is critical to the success of the 
Education CWMA's programs. By educating businesses and the 
The CWMA will continue to provide a quarterly residential sector about the CWMA's waste diversion 
waste reduction newsletter titled "One Man's Trash" opportunities CWMA will ensure that one of the necessary 
to over 60,000 Tulare County residents. CWMA will steps has been taken to implement its programs to 
continue to partner with Tulare County RMA and its maximize participation. 
SWMTAC Education subcommittee to sponsor a 
multi media campaign including television , radio, 
and print ads featuring the CWMA's newly 
developed "Got Recycling on your Mind" campaign 
in both English and Spanish. The CWMA will be 
distributing copies of a professionally developed 
recycling CD-ROM game to elementary schools 
throughout its member cities. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach Another form of educating the public about the CWMA's 
CWMA will increase the number of public education recycling program is through a concentrated public 
events attended by staff during which waste reduction outreach effort. The other critical step is directly contacting 
information is distributed as well as recycled content the public, to show them why they should want to 
prizes utilizing the Recycling Prize Wheel. CWMA participate in recycling programs. Promotional recycled- 
will continue to partner with Tulare County RMA to content prizes are something the public can take-home to 
sponsor Earth Day events, and Tulare County Fair 
outreach. 

help them remember to recycle. 
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5000-ED-ELC & 5010-ED-PRN Electronic and Print 
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The CWMA will continue to provide a quarterly 
waste reduction newsletter titled “One Man’s Trash” 
to over 60,000 Tulare County residents. CWMA will 
continue to partner with Tulare County RMA and its 
SWMTAC Education subcommittee to sponsor a 
multi media campaign including television , radio, 
and print ads featuring the CWMA’s newly 
developed “Got Recycling on your Mind” campaign 
in both English and Spanish. The CWMA will be 
distributing copies of a professionally developed 
recycling CD-ROM game to elementary schools 
throughout its member cities. 
 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the 
CWMA’s programs. By educating businesses and the 
residential sector about the CWMA’s waste diversion 
opportunities CWMA will ensure that one of the necessary 
steps has been taken to implement its programs to 
maximize participation. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 
CWMA will increase the number of public education 
events attended by staff during which waste reduction 
information is distributed as well as recycled content 
prizes utilizing the Recycling Prize Wheel.  CWMA 
will continue to partner with Tulare County RMA to 
sponsor Earth Day events, and Tulare County Fair 
outreach. 

Another form of educating the public about the CWMA’s 
recycling program is through a concentrated public 
outreach effort. The other critical step is directly contacting 
the public, to show them why they should want to 
participate in recycling programs.  Promotional recycled-
content prizes are something the public can take-home to 
help them remember to recycle.   
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 

information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 

you to prepare for your appearance before the Board, If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section, 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

Consolidated Waste Management Authority 

, County 

Tulare 

Authorl e ig 
',..--. 

t re 

f 

Title 

Typo/Print Name of Par on igning 

Lod T. Mercado 

Date 

6116105 

Phone 

(559) 782-7516 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Lori T. Mercado 

Title 

Phone 

(559) 782-7516 

E-mail Address 

Imercado(Mci,portervIlle.ca,us 

Fax 

(559) 782-8937 

Mailing Address 

PO Box 494 

City 

Porterville 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

93258 
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This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 

Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1.  Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposat Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

LI No_ If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

lu.1 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

1E1 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested December 31, 2005 _Through 

Is this a second request? ET No 0 Yes Specific years requested. 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested _ %, for the years_  

Is this a second ADR request? MI No III Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years  _ . .... 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006, An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2005. 

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 9
Attachment 2
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 

were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 

effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 

effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 

comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 111A-1). 
... 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly Indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

From its inception in 1997 through the 2002 reporting year, the Consolidated Waste Management Authority 
(CWMA) and its member agencies were proud to have achieved an average diversion rate over 50%. Member 
agencies include the Cities of Dinuba, Exeter, Farmersville, Lindsay, Porterville, Tulare, Visalia, and Woodlaka. 
However, an unexpected and substantial increase in disposal tonnage in the 2003 calendar year resulted in a 5% 
drop in the Authority's diversion rate. The additional disposal has been attributed in large part to an increase in 
large vehicle self-haul at County landfills resulting from increased construction activity, as well as natural growth 
throughout the member cities. In order to reverse this trend and again achieve the goals of the California 
Integrated Waste Management Act, the CWMA has selected three additional programs: adoption of a C&D model 
ordinance, diversion of residual waste to a permitted transformation facility, and expansion of commercial 
greenwaste opportunities in each of the member cities. 

Due to unexpected increases in C&D waste, C&D diversion has been identified as the highest priority for the 
Authority and its member agencies. Much of the C&D waste currently generated is disposed at County operated 
landfills. As Tulare County is not a member agency of the CWMA, Authority efforts to establish mixed C&D 
processing at County landfills has been unsuccessful. As part of its 8131066 Time Extension Requests, Tulare 
County has identified adoption of a C&D ordinance its preferred program to divert C&D waste, To coordinate C&D 
diversion efforts Countywide, the CWMA will also adopt a model CM) ordinance and will strongly recommend 
adoption of the model ordinance to each of its member agencies. Additionally, the CWMA is currently in 
negotiations with Tulare County to include the County in the Authority and has included implementation of C&D 
diversion programs at County landfills as its primary negotiation point. 
Due to its high cost and initial negative perception, transformation was only recently identified by member agencies 
as a targeted program. In light of recent diversion rate reductions, the CWMA Board has reevaluated program 
options and included transformation as a necessary component of the Authority's waste reduction programs. 
2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 

the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

1. Transformation; At its March, 2005, meeting, the Consolidated Waste Management Authority Board 
authorized contracting with Tulare County Recycling (TCR) for the diversion of residual waste to a 
transformation facility in Long Beach, CA. Initial shipments of materials began in May, 2005. TCR is a 
permitted Materials Recovery Facility, All materials that are diverted to Waste-to-Energy are residuals left 
after recyclables have been removed through processing at the MRF. 

2. C&D Ordinance: CWMA staff is working with Tulare County RMA staff to coordinate development of a 
model C&D ordinance. Staff anticipates placing the model C&D ordinance before the CWMA Board at its 
August, 2005 meeting. Staff will also place an item recommending adoption of the model ordinance before the City Council of each of the member cities by October 31, 2005. 

3. Commercial Greenwaste: Expansion of commercial greenwaste will include adding a drop-off site In 
those cities that do not currently have one, as well as offering commercial greenwaste pick-up at some locations. This program will require time to purchase materialsibins, and to educate businesses about the programs and their benefits. 
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3, peserlbe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The member cities of the Consolidated Waste Management Authority have implemented and maintained key waste 
reduction programs outlined in their SRREs including.  residential greenwaste programs, processing commercial 
waste through a MRF, curbside recycling programs, drop-off recycling programs (drop-boxes and permanent 
facility), school recycling programs, a multi-family residential recycling program, and education/outreach programs. 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

The CWMA will continue providing its quarterly waste reduction newsletter "One Man's Trash" to over 60,000 
Tulare County residents. CWMA will continue to partner with Tulare County RMA to sponsor Earth Day events, 
and Tulare County Fair outreach. The CWMA's purchasing policy was adopted in 2001 and includes a policy on 
the procurement of recycled content products. This policy is strongly enforced, with over 75% of the Authority's 
direct purchases having recycled content. Additionally, procurement policies have been adopted in seven of the 
eight member cities which include the use and purchase of recycled content materials. Compost/mulch is routinely 
used at local parks, playgrounds, and median island landscaping. 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress In implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The C1WMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets If necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 1118-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances In the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 

description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets If necessary. 

Residential % 46% Non-residential % 54% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program 'Types. The 
Program Glossary Is 
online at: 

www.clwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.hltn 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

BATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

8020-PI-ORD Ordinances 
(C&D Ordinance) 

NEW 

Develop and adopt model Construction and Demolition 
Diversion Ordinance. Adopt Resolutfon of 
Recommendation to encourage adoption of ordinance 
by the City Council of each of the Authority's member 
at moles. 

No Fee 12/31/2005 2% 

0000-TR-WTE 
Waste-to-Energy NEW 

Transfer residual waste from Tulare County Recycling to 
the City of Long Beach Southeast Resource Recovery 
weste-to-onergy (WTE) facility. 

Member 
Agency 
Annual 
Fee 

12/31/2005 3% 

3030-CM-CSG 
commercial Self-Haul 
Greanwaste EXPAND 

Expand commercial greenwaste drop-off program to 
Include a site In each of the member cities. Member 

Agency 
Budgets 

12/31/2005 0.5% 

3020-CM-COG 
Commercial On-Site 
Graanwaste Pick-Up 

NEW 
Add commercial greenwaste pick-up at selected 
locations, Member 

Agency 
Budgets 

12/31/2005 0,5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
6% 

Currant Diversion Rata Percent From Latest Annual Report 44% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 
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PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5000-ED-ELC & 5010-ED-PRN 
Electronic and Print Education 

Expand Please see Section IIIA, question four for current activities. 
CWMA will continue to partner with Tulare County RMA and its 
SWMTAC Education $ubcorereitten to sponsor a multi media 
campaign Including television, radio, and print Ads featuring our 
newly developed "Got Recycling on your Mind" campaign In both 
English and Spanish. CWMA will be distributing copies of a 
professionally developed Recycling CD-ROM game to elementary 
schools throughout its member cities. The CWMA will develop, 
produce, and distribute Informational brochures on C&O diversion 
activities, including promotion of the Tulare County ReStore. 
Information will be provided through the permitting process of each 
City's Building Department and in the Authority's newsletter. 
Additionally, CWMA will provide outreach to landscape 
contractors, industrial generators, and the general public regarding 
availability of commercial greenwaste drop-off programs. 

12/31/2005 

5020-ED-OUT 0 troach Expand Please see Section 111A, question four for current activities. 
CWMA will Increase the number of public education events 
attended by staff during which waste reduction Information is 
distributed as well as recycled content prizes utilizing the 
Recycling Prize Wheel. Outreach materials Including flyers, 
magnets, etc_ regarding the Restore, C&D diversion opportunities, 
and commercial greenwaste drop-off programs will be distributed 
at all public events. 

..--. 

12/31/2005 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR, 
Attach additional sheets if necessary 

Residential % Non-residential Vs 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary Is online at: 

www.clwmb.ce,gov/LG 
Cerrtral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at virww.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentrallPARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1989 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1989 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1991 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1992 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1992 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1991 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1992 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1992 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N N 1991 M M AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1991 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1992 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

4100-SP-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Other Special Waste 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1995 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN N Y 1995 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N N 1991 M M AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1991 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1992 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 4100-SP-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Other Special Waste 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1995 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN N Y 1995 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1993 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1993 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N 1994 M M AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

8020-TR-TRS Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1988 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP N Y 1995 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1993 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1993 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 1994 M M AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8020-TR-TRS Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1988 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP N Y 1995 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-201 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The Consolidated Waste 
Management Authority, Tulare County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the Consolidated Waste Management Authority (CWMA) has submitted a 
completed SB1066 Time Extension application with the information and documentation 
required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the CWMA's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the 
CWMA has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element, and agrees with the CWMA that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve 
the 50 percent diversion requirement, and agrees with the CWMA's proposed Plan of Correction; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the CWMA's SB 
1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the programs 
identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the CWMA to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

Page (2005-201) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-201 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The Consolidated Waste 
Management Authority, Tulare County 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Consolidated Waste Management Authority (CWMA) has submitted a 
completed SB1066 Time Extension application with the information and documentation 
required;  
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the CWMA’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the 
CWMA has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element, and agrees with the CWMA that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve 
the 50 percent diversion requirement, and agrees with the CWMA’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the CWMA’s SB 
1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the programs 
identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the CWMA to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 10 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Imperial 
Beach, San Diego County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Imperial Beach (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing the source reduction, recycling, and composting programs 
selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to 
implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. The City currently has a 45 percent diversion rate for 2001, 48 percent for 
2002, and 45 percent for 2003. The City is requesting to extend the due date for 
achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005. Staffs analysis of the City's 
Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City's waste stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17, 2004. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to 

the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes 
the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful 
and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to 
revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence 
the process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
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ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Imperial 
Beach, San Diego County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Imperial Beach (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing the source reduction, recycling, and composting programs 
selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to 
implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement.  The City currently has a 45 percent diversion rate for 2001, 48 percent for 
2002, and 45 percent for 2003.  The City is requesting to extend the due date for 
achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s 
Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17, 2004. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to 

the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes 
the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful 
and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to 
revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence 
the process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-10 
August 16-17, 2005 

faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall speck its 
reasons for the disapproval." 

The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information below. 
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(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
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The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
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2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

a 

Waste Stream Data 
Base 
Year 

2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day 
(1)Pd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 50% 45% 48% 45% 7.09 27,750 34%* 66%* 

* The residentia 
typo. 

and non-residential waste stream percentages in the original application were 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date 

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/2005 2003 
Interim Report 
Final Report 

5 % 

City's geographic location: The City is located in the 
along the Pacific Coast approximately 14 miles south 
approximately 4 miles north of Baja California. 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 

south western portion of San Diego County 
of downtown San Diego and 

meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 
additional time is necessary for meeting the 

the request; 
to expand or newly implement in the 

SB1066 Time Extension application); 
to be expanded or newly proposed are 
by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 

must include a Plan of Correction that: 
the time extension expires; 

the City will implement or modify. 
be achieved; 

expanded programs. 

the above requirements. Board staff has also 
current program implementation, including 

staff's understanding of the relevant 
to the need for an extension, Board staff 

of Correction to be reasonable. The 

Attachment 1 provides an 
• The barriers faced by 

the jurisdiction's explanation 
diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the 
• Diversion programs the 

Plan of Correction (Section 
• Staffs analysis of whether 

appropriate, given the 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 

overview of the following: 
the jurisdiction to 

as to why 

reasonableness of 
jurisdiction is proposing 

IV-A of the 
the programs 

barriers confronted 

extension request 
50 percent before 

recycling programs 
50 percent will 

for new and/or 

Correction meets 
of the jurisdiction's 

Based on Board 
that contributed 

proposed new Plan 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 time 
A. Demonstrates meeting 
B. Includes new and existing 
C. Identifies the date when 
D. Identifies funding necessary 

The jurisdiction's Plan of 
conducted an assessment 
a program review site visit. 
circumstances in the jurisdiction 
believes the jurisdiction's 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 
 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day  
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 50% 45% 48% 45% 7.09 27,750 34%* 66%* 
* The residential and non-residential waste stream percentages in the original application were a 
typo.  
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date                    

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

             Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/2005 2003 Interim Report 
Final Report 5 % 

 
City’s geographic location: The City is located in the south western portion of San Diego County 
along the Pacific Coast approximately 14 miles south of downtown San Diego and 
approximately 4 miles north of Baja California. 

 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     A. Demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           B. Includes new and existing recycling programs the City will implement or modify. 
     C. Identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     D. Identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
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jurisdiction's request and staff's analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 3. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City's 
first SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 
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VI. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Imperial Beach 

% White % Hispanic % Black 
%Native 
American %Asian 

%Pacific 
Islander %Other 

43.5 40.1 5.0 0.7 6.2 0.6 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for Ci of Imperial Beach 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

$35,882 $45,875 18.8 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. Educational 
City is in both Spanish and English. The City has Spanish speaking 
City's Spanish speaking residents. 

• Project Benefits. Expansion of the existing, and implementation 
programs and facilities listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase 
diversion rates. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

representative, 
community 

there 

by the 
assist the 

(D) 
reduce 

to 

reduction 
with 

by 
they meet 

of the additional 

material distributed 
staff to 

the City's 

local jurisdictions' 
strategy 

programs and 
City's efforts 

source 
to work 

diversion mandates) 
to ensure 
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F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Imperial Beach 

% White % Hispanic % Black 
%Native 
American %Asian 

%Pacific 
Islander %Other 

43.5 40.1 5.0 0.7 6.2 0.6 0.2 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Imperial Beach 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

$35,882 $45,875 18.8 
* Per household 
 
• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional representative, there 

are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the community.  
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. Educational material distributed by the 

City is in both Spanish and English. The City has Spanish speaking staff to assist the 
City’s Spanish speaking residents. 

• Project Benefits.  Expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs and facilities listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the City’s 
diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
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VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. City of Imperial Beach's First Time Extension Matrix 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Imperial Beach 
3. Program Listing for the City of Imperial Beach 
4. Resolution Number 2005-202 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Zane Poulson Phone: (916) 341-6265 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: NA Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 
City of Imperial Beach 
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this 
publication. 

item was submitted for 
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City of Imperial Beach's First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Curbside (Single-family) 
programs: 
• The City has experienced a large unexpected 

increase in the number of single-family residents 
over the past few years leading to an increased need 
to provide education and outreach to single-family 
residents promoting recycling activities. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City will reintroduce their recycling "All-star" 

outreach and education program to reenergize the 
single-family residents on recycling and to provide 
outreach and education that will increase 
participation in the City's single-family recycling 
program. 

Residential Curbside (Single-family): 
• Staff agrees that improving the City's single-family 

residential curbside recycling program may have a 
significant impact on the City's diversion rate 
because a large portion of the City's waste is 
generated by the residential sector. 

• Along with this program, It is important for cities to 
continue to provide education and outreach to 
residents, as selected 5020 outreach program, to 
ensure that new residents are able to effectively 
participate in the recycling programs and to help 
remind all residents of the importance of recycling. 

Barriers in Residential Curbside (Multi-family) 
Programs: 
• The City has experienced difficulties in placing bins 

in multi-family complexes and in working with 
property managers and owners in implementing and 
promoting the multi-family recycling program. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City will work with their hauler and some of 

the largest multi-family complexes in the City to 
effectively place recycling bins in the complexes. 

• The City will work with the property managers to 
provide education and outreach to residents of those 
complexes to promote the new recycling program. 

Residential Curbside (Multi-family): 
• Staff agrees that improving multi-family recycling 

efforts within the City is important for the City to 
meet and maintain their diversion goals because the 
City has almost as many multi-family residents as 
single-family residents. 

• Staff concurs that cooperation from both the City's 
hauler and the apartment managers will be a critical 
part of the City's ability to establish and maintain an 
effective multi-family recycling program. 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition (C&D) 
Diversion Programs: 
• The City has recently begun to experience a 

dramatic increase in new construction. The City 
documented a 23 % increase in constriction in 2003 
over the 1990 rate. 

• Although the City encourages contractors and 
residents to divert C&D waste, currently there are 
no facilities to sort and divert mixed C&D debris 
waste. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs to adopt and implement much 

needed C&D ordinance during the time extension 
period to target the C&D materials. 

• The City's hauler will site a local mixed C&D 
recycling facility. 

Construction and Demolition (C&D) Diversion: 
• Since the entire San Diego region has experienced 

an increase in construction, C&D materials from 
these constructions will have an impact on smaller 
cities like Imperial Beach. Therefore, staff agrees 
that targeting this waste stream is extremely 
important. 

• By adopting a C&D ordinance, the City will have a 
control over the diversion of C&D materials, 
resulting increasing the diversion rate for the City. 

Other reasons for First time extension: 
Navy and School waste diversion 

Other programs: 
• Waste from the Navy can have a large effect on a 
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generated by the residential sector. 
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Programs: 
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efforts within the City is important for the City to 
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City has almost as many multi-family residents as 
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• Since the entire San Diego region has experienced 

an increase in construction, C&D materials from 
these constructions will have an impact on smaller 
cities like Imperial Beach. Therefore, staff agrees 
that targeting this waste stream is extremely 
important. 

• By adopting a C&D ordinance, the City will have a 
control over the diversion of C&D materials, 
resulting increasing the diversion rate for the City. 

 
 

Other reasons for First time extension: 
Navy and School waste diversion 

Other programs: 
• Waste from the Navy can have a large effect on a 
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• The City has made several efforts to work with the 
Navy, which has been expanding the Outlying Field 
located within the City. The City will continue these 
efforts to form a positive relationship with the Navy 
to divert waste. 

• The City's School District has their own waste 
contract and has been reluctant to work with the 
City to implement recycling programs. The City 
will continue to work to provide outreach to the 
School District to encourage them to divert their 
waste. 

small city such as Imperial Beach. A proactive 
partnership with the Navy to recycle military waste 
may greatly increase the City's diversion rate. 

• In a small City the local school district can have an 
impact on the City's diversion rate. Board staff will 
assist The City in working with the local school 
district to implement and improve diversion 
activities. This is an important step in meeting and 
maintaining the City's diversion goals. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside (Single-family) 
The City plans to expand the City's single-family 
curbside recycling program through an increased 
awareness and participation in the City's single-family 
recycling opportunities. The City will use an "All- 
star" recycling program to promote outreach and 
education to the City's single-family residences in 
both existing and new residential developments. 

This program is important because a 
large portion of the City's waste is 
generated by single-family residences. 
The City consists mainly of residential 
sectors with some small businesses and a 
military instillation. 

0.5 % 

2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside (Multi-family) 
The City will work with property owners and 
managers of the largest multi-family complexes and 
the City's haler to effectively place recycling bins at 
the larger complexes and the City will work to provide 
outreach and education to the multi-family residents to 
promote and encourage participation in the recycling 
program. 

Nearly half of the City's residences are 
multi-family. Because of the large 
portion of the City's waste from this 
sector it is very important for the City to 
provide multi-family complexes with the 
opportunity to recycle and provide 
outreach and education to multi-family 
residence. 

0.5 % 

4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble, 
Construction and Demolition (C&D) debris diversion 
The City will increase the diversion of C&D waste 
through a C&D diversion ordinance. The City will 
promote the use of existing C&D diversion 
opportunities and will work with the City's hauler, 
EDCO Disposal to establish a mixed C&D recycling 
facility. 

Because of the large increase in growth 
in the City of Imperial Beach in the past 
few years and projected growth in the 
future, a C&D diversion program is a 
very important step for the City to meet 
and maintain a 50% diversion goal. 

4 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 5 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 45 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50 % 

Support Programs 

6020-PI-ORD Ordinances (C&D Ordinance) 
The City will work to establish a C&D ordinance. 
The Ordinance will support the City's C&D diversion 
efforts the City's C&D education efforts. 

Staff agrees that enacting a C&D ordinance is an important 
part of the City's future C&D diversion efforts. A C&D 
ordinance will ensure that future large redevelopment and 
construction projects divert the C&D waste generated 
within the City. 
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• The City has made several efforts to work with the 
Navy, which has been expanding the Outlying Field 
located within the City. The City will continue these 
efforts to form a positive relationship with the Navy 
to divert waste. 

• The City’s School District has their own waste 
contract and has been reluctant to work with the 
City to implement recycling programs. The City 
will continue to work to provide outreach to the 
School District to encourage them to divert their 
waste. 

small city such as Imperial Beach. A proactive 
partnership with the Navy to recycle military waste 
may greatly increase the City’s diversion rate. 

• In a small City the local school district can have an 
impact on the City’s diversion rate. Board staff will 
assist The City in working with the local school 
district to implement and improve diversion 
activities. This is an important step in meeting and 
maintaining the City’s diversion goals. 

 
 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside (Single-family) 
The City plans to expand the City’s single-family 
curbside recycling program through an increased 
awareness and participation in the City’s single-family 
recycling opportunities. The City will use an “All-
star” recycling program to promote outreach and 
education to the City’s single-family residences in 
both existing and new residential developments. 

This program is important because a 
large portion of the City’s waste is 
generated by single-family residences. 
The City consists mainly of residential 
sectors with some small businesses and a 
military instillation. 

0.5 % 

2000-RC-CRB, Residential Curbside (Multi-family) 
The City will work with property owners and 
managers of the largest multi-family complexes and 
the City’s haler to effectively place recycling bins at 
the larger complexes and the City will work to provide 
outreach and education to the multi-family residents to 
promote and encourage participation in the recycling 
program. 

Nearly half of the City’s residences are 
multi-family. Because of the large 
portion of the City’s waste from this 
sector it is very important for the City to 
provide multi-family complexes with the 
opportunity to recycle and provide 
outreach and education to multi-family 
residence. 

0.5 % 

4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble, 
Construction and Demolition (C&D) debris diversion 
The City will increase the diversion of C&D waste 
through a C&D diversion ordinance. The City will 
promote the use of existing C&D diversion 
opportunities and will work with the City’s hauler, 
EDCO Disposal to establish a mixed C&D recycling 
facility. 
 

Because of the large increase in growth 
in the City of Imperial Beach in the past 
few years and projected growth in the 
future, a C&D diversion program is a 
very important step for the City to meet 
and maintain a 50% diversion goal.  

4 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 5  % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 45 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50 % 

 
Support Programs  

6020-PI-ORD Ordinances (C&D Ordinance) 
The City will work to establish a C&D ordinance. 
The Ordinance will support the City’s C&D diversion 
efforts the City’s C&D education efforts. 
 

Staff agrees that enacting a C&D ordinance is an important 
part of the City’s future C&D diversion efforts. A C&D 
ordinance will ensure that future large redevelopment and 
construction projects divert the C&D waste generated 
within the City. 
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5000-ED-ELC & 5010-ED-PRN Electronic and Print 
Education As the City works to expand their residential curbside 
The City produces bi-lingual brochures for single- diversion programs for single and multi-family residents it 
family, multi-family and business education. will be very important for the City to actively distribute 
Information will be distributed to the above sectors information on the diversion opportunities, the types of 
inform ion them of the materials that can be recycled materials that should be recycled, and the importance of 
and the information will be posted on the City's web recycling to the City. 
sit. Educational materials will be distributed to Educational information will also be a very important part 
contractors and residents applying for building of the City's C&D diversion efforts. Residents and 
permits to promote existing C&D recycling contractors will need to be aware of the recycling 
opportunities. requirements and be informed of their waste diversion 

options. 
5020-ED-OUT Outreach It will be important for the City staff to work with residents 
The City will provide outreach to single-family and property managers to ensure that information is being 
residents through the City's recycling All-Star received and utilized by residents. 
program. Efforts in working with the Navy and school district may 
The City will also continue its efforts to approach the have a large positive impact on the City's diversion rate if 
school district and the Navy and will work with the the City is able to form productive partnerships. 
Regional Board on this issue. 
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5000-ED-ELC & 5010-ED-PRN Electronic and Print 
Education 
The City produces bi-lingual brochures for single-
family, multi-family and business education. 
Information will be distributed to the above sectors 
inform ion them of the materials that can be recycled 
and the information will be posted on the City’s web 
sit. Educational materials will be distributed to 
contractors and residents applying for building 
permits to promote existing C&D recycling 
opportunities. 

 
As the City works to expand their residential curbside 
diversion programs for single and multi-family residents it 
will be very important for the City to actively distribute 
information on the diversion opportunities, the types of 
materials that should be recycled, and the importance of 
recycling to the City. 
Educational information will also be a very important part 
of the City’s C&D diversion efforts. Residents and 
contractors will need to be aware of the recycling 
requirements and be informed of their waste diversion 
options. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 
The City will provide outreach to single-family 
residents through the City’s recycling All-Star 
program. 
The City will also continue its efforts to approach the 
school district and the Navy and will work with the 
Regional Board on this issue. 

It will be important for the City staff to work with residents 
and property managers to ensure that information is being 
received and utilized by residents.  
Efforts in working with the Navy and school district may 
have a large positive impact on the City’s diversion rate if 
the City is able to form productive partnerships. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), ple ase complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, ydur OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions a mut this process, please call (916) 
341-0199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-E' and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

Imperial Beach 

County 

San Diego 

Authorized Sig ature / 4 
,----777- 

Title 

 
Public Works Director 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Hank Levien 

Date 

6/16/05 

hone  

,619) 628-1369 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Maria Garcia 

Title 

Environmental Program f tanager 

Phone 

(619) 628-1370 

E-mail Address 

mgarcia@cityofib.org  

:-ax 

, 819) 429-4861 

Mailing Address 

825 Imperial Beach Blvd. 

City 

Imperial Beach 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

91932 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

1 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

1 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _Through December 31, 2005 

Is this a second request? A No ❑Yes Specific years requested. 2005 _2004, 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 
 

1.  Eligibility  
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)?  

 No.   If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 
2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 
 

Please specify the request desired. 
 

   Time Extension Request 
 

Specific years requested _Through December 31, 2005 
 
Is this a second request? No  Yes Specific years requested. _2004, 2005__________ 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

 
   Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

 
Specific ADR requested _     __________%, for the years_     _________. 
 
Is this a second ADR request?  No    Yes Specific ADR requested _     ____%, for the  
years _     _______ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

 
Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006.  An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City has been implementing programs to reach the 50% diversion rate and though it was achieved in 2000, the 
rate has dropped to 45% in 2003. Although many programs are in place and are being implemented, there are 
other factors that are affecting the current diversion. 

The City has gone through a period of little or no construction in the early and mid 1990's and is now experiencing 
a large increase in growth, a surge in building additions, redevelopment and new construction. Since the late 
1990's the City has experienced a 23% increase in the number of building permits issued. Although construction 
material has been diverted from the landfill since 2000, there is currently no mechanism in place to account for the 
various types of materials. The City is in the process of considering and adopting a Construction and Demolition 
Ordinance that will further promote the recycling of construction and demolition waste and will provide a mechanism 
to account for the material generated and diverted. In addition, within a period of one year, the waste hauler will be 
developing a mixed C & D recycling facility that will further the C & D diversion efforts. 

One of the biggest barriers that the City faces is the properties within the City that contribute to the disposal rates in 
the City and that the City has no jurisdiction in the implementation of their programs. These include the Navy 
facilities and the schools. The City has made several efforts to approach these two entities with very little to no 
results. The Navy has been under an extensive growth on the Navy Outlying Field, adding commands and 
expanding services. The City will continue to approach the Navy and the schools to assist with the City's 
compliance efforts and will work with the Board staff to address this issue. 

The City will also be re-instating the City's Recycling All-Star program which randomly selects a resident every 
month and awards them a check from the hauler if they have recycled. This program will increase the awareness 
about the City's recycling program among current residents and new residents moving in. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City needs additional time to review and adopt a C&D ordinance through the City Council and to allow the 
waste hauler to site a mixed C&D recycling facility. In addition, the City will need time to provide outreach and 
education to contractors, multi-family complexes, businesses, residents, Navy, schools, and to re-instate the 
Recycling All-Star Program to promote recycling to all residents. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

 

 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s progress in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 
1.   Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

 

The City has been implementing programs to reach the 50% diversion rate and though it was achieved in 2000, the 
rate has dropped to 45% in 2003.  Although many programs are in place and are being implemented, there are 
other factors that are affecting the current diversion.   

The City has gone through a period of little or no construction in the early and mid 1990’s and is now experiencing 
a large increase in growth, a surge in building additions, redevelopment and new construction.  Since the late 
1990’s the City has experienced a 23% increase in the number of building permits issued.  Although construction 
material has been diverted from the landfill since 2000, there is currently no mechanism in place to account for the 
various types of materials.  The City is in the process of considering and adopting a Construction and Demolition 
Ordinance that will further promote the recycling of construction and demolition waste and will provide a mechanism 
to account for the material generated and diverted.  In addition, within a period of one year, the waste hauler will be 
developing a mixed C & D recycling facility that will further the C & D diversion efforts.   

One of the biggest barriers that the City faces is the properties within the City that contribute to the disposal rates in 
the City and that the City has no jurisdiction in the implementation of their programs.  These include the Navy 
facilities and the schools.  The City has made several efforts to approach these two entities with very little to no 
results.  The Navy has been under an extensive growth on the Navy Outlying Field, adding commands and 
expanding services.   The City will continue to approach the Navy and the schools to assist with the City’s 
compliance efforts and will work with the Board staff to address this issue.    

The City will also be re-instating the City’s Recycling All-Star program which randomly selects a resident every 
month and awards them a check from the hauler if they have recycled. This program will increase the awareness 
about the City’s recycling program among current residents and new residents moving in.   

 2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

 
The City needs additional time to review and adopt a C&D ordinance through the City Council and to allow the 
waste hauler to site a mixed C&D recycling facility.  In addition, the City will need time to provide outreach and 
education to contractors, multi-family complexes, businesses, residents, Navy, schools, and to re-instate the 
Recycling All-Star Program to promote recycling to all residents. 
 

3.   Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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The City has implemented all of the City's SRRE selected programs plus several additional diversion programs. 
Some of the major programs implemented by the City include: residential curbside and residential greenwaste 
collection programs, a commercial on-site collection program, a procurement policy for recycled content products, 
C&D recycling through the City's hauler, education and outreach programs to encourage residents and businesses 
to participate in the City's recycling opportunities, and developed new e-waste collection event. The City also 
continues its City wide garage sale and clean up event which encourages residents to reuse and recycle un-
needed items and materials. The City also participates in the Household Hazardous Waste Program and Used Oil 
Recycling program. 
4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

 

 
The City has implemented all of the City’s SRRE selected programs plus several additional diversion programs. 
Some of the major programs implemented by the City include: residential curbside and residential greenwaste 
collection programs, a commercial on-site collection program, a procurement policy for recycled content products, 
C&D recycling through the City’s hauler, education and outreach programs to encourage residents and businesses 
to participate in the City’s recycling opportunities, and developed new e-waste collection event.  The City also 
continues its City wide garage sale and clean up event which encourages residents to reuse and recycle un-
needed items and materials.  The City also participates in the Household Hazardous Waste Program and Used Oil 
Recycling program.   
4.   Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

 

 

Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s efforts in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 
 
      

3. Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

      

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 46% Non-residential % 54% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2000-RC-CRB Residential 
Curbside (Single-family) 

Expand 

Expansion of the single-family curbside recycling 
program to increase awareness and participation in the 
City's existing single-family recycling opportunities. The 
City plans to use its All-star recycling program to provide 
outreach and education to existing customers and all 
new residential developments. 

General 
Fund 12/31/2005 

.5% 

2000-RC-CRB Residential 
Curbside (Multi-family) 

Expand 

The City will work with property owners and managers of 
the largest multi-family complexes and EDCO Disposal, 
the City's waste hauler to effectively place recycling bins 
at the larger complexes. The City will also work to 
provide outreach and education to the multi-family 
residents to promote and encourage participation in the 
recycling program. 

General 
Fund 12/31/2005 

.5% 

4060-SP-CAR Concrete/ 
Asphalt/Rubble 
(Construction and 
Demolition Waste) 

Expand The City will increase the diversion of construction and 
demolition (C&D) waste through a C&D Diversion 
Ordinance. The City will promote the use of existing 
C&D diversion opportunities and will work with the waste 
hauler EDCO Disposal to establish a mixed C&D 
recycling facility. 

General 
Fund 

12/31/2005 

4% 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach Expand The City will continue its efforts to approach the Schools 
and the Navy and will work with the Regional Board on 
this issue 

General 
Fund 

12/31/2005 Not known at 
this time 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 45% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

 

 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 46% Non-residential % 54% 

 
PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board’s 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

 

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
2000-RC-CRB Residential 
Curbside (Single-family) 

 
 
Expand 

Expansion of the single-family curbside recycling 
program to increase awareness and participation in the 
City’s existing single-family recycling opportunities. The 
City plans to use its All-star recycling program to provide 
outreach and education to existing customers and all 
new residential developments.  

General 
Fund 

 
12/31/2005 

 
 

.5% 

 
 
 
2000-RC-CRB Residential 
Curbside (Multi-family) 

 
 
 
Expand 

The City will work with property owners and managers of 
the largest multi-family complexes and EDCO Disposal, 
the City’s waste hauler to effectively place recycling bins 
at the larger complexes.  The City will also  work to 
provide outreach and education to the multi-family 
residents to promote and encourage participation in the 
recycling program. 

General 
Fund 

 
12/31/2005 

 
 

.5% 

 
4060-SP-CAR Concrete/ 
Asphalt/Rubble 
(Construction and 
Demolition Waste) 

Expand The City will increase the diversion of construction and 
demolition (C&D) waste through a C&D Diversion 
Ordinance. The City will promote the use of existing 
C&D diversion opportunities and will work with the waste 
hauler EDCO Disposal to establish a mixed C&D 
recycling facility.  

General 
Fund 

12/31/2005   
 

4% 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach Expand The City will continue its efforts to approach the Schools 
and the Navy and  will work with the Regional Board on 
this issue 
 

General 
Fund 

12/31/2005  Not known at 
this time 

 

 
 
      

 
 
      

  
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
 

 
5% 

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 45% 

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 
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PROGRAMS 
SUPPORTING 
DIVERSION 
ACTIVITIES 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

6020-PI-ORD Ordinances (C&D 
Ordinance) 

Expand The City will continue work on the establishment of a C&D 
ordinance. The ordinance will support the City's C&D diversion 
expansion listed above and C&D education efforts. 

12/31/2005 

5000-ED-ELC & 5010-ED-PRN 
Electronic and Print Education 

Expand The City produces bi-lingual brochures for single-family, multi- 
family and businesses education. Information will be distributed to 
the above sectors informing them of the materials that can be 
recycled and the information will be posted on the City's web site. 
Educational materials will be distributed to contractors and 
residents applying for building permits to promote existing C&D 
recycling opportunities. 

12/31/2005 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach Expand The City will provide outreach to single-family residents through 
the City's recycling All-Star Program. This program will provide a 
financial incentive to residents that recycle. 

The City will continue its efforts to approach the Schools and the 
Navy and will work with the Regional Board on this issue. 

12/31/2005 

 

PROGRAMS 
SUPPORTING 
DIVERSION 
ACTIVITIES 

  DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPANDED 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

 
 

 
6020-PI-ORD Ordinances (C&D 
Ordinance) 

 
Expand 

 
The City will continue work on the establishment of a C&D 
ordinance. The ordinance will support the City’s C&D diversion 
expansion listed above and C&D education efforts. 

 
12/31/2005  

 
5000-ED-ELC & 5010-ED-PRN 
Electronic and Print Education 

 
Expand 

 
The City produces bi-lingual brochures for single-family, multi-
family and businesses education. Information will be distributed to 
the above sectors informing them of the materials that can be 
recycled and the information will be posted on the City’s web site. 
Educational materials will be distributed to contractors and 
residents applying for building permits to promote existing C&D 
recycling opportunities. 

 
12/31/2005 

 
5020-ED-OUT Outreach 

 
Expand 

 
The City will provide outreach to single-family residents through 
the City’s recycling All-Star Program.  This program will provide a 
financial incentive to residents that recycle. 
The City will continue its efforts to approach the Schools and the 
Navy and will work with the Regional Board on this issue.  

12/31/2005 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

 

Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

 
Residential %       Non-residential %       

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board’s Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG
Central/PARIS/Codes/
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
      

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report  
      

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  
      

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

 

 

 

Section V – PARIS 
Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction’s Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction’s PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions.  
 
Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board’s website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/. 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1  

21,2005 

Program Listingfor 
Consolidated Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 

W434845— 1045 
Program Codo—Existed-Sleted? Start —Status 

-Xeriseaping/Grasseyel-ing 

X010 co BCC Y Y 1990—M 

anon co PMT X Y 1989—M 

-Baokyard-and-On-Site-Gornposting/Mulehing 

-134siness-Waste-Reduetien-Pregram 

-Procurement 

-Seheel-Seuree-Reduetien-Pregrarne 

-Government-SOUfGe-Reduction-Programs 

-Material Exchange, Thrift Shope 

-Residential-Curbside 

1096 1007 
Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

-Residential-Drep-Gff 

-Residential-Buy-Bask 

%lend Reasen-Gode 
SO—Seleeted-Ongoing D—Drepped 4—Delays-in-bringing-diversien-faeilities--6—Laek-ef-eeeperatien-frorn-edier-entities 
AO—Alternative-Ongoing DE—Drepped-in-Earlier--Year—ordine7 7—Suffagent-diversien-witheut-aeleeted 
SI—Seleeted-Intplernented 141—Seleeted-and-Net-Implernented-2—Unaveidable-regttlatery-delays, 1.-.6....,  
Al—Alternative-Intplernented PF Planned Future 3—Emistinteentraetual-OF-legal-preblerns7-8—Laek-ef-rearkets-neeessaff-to-suppert 
M—Regional-Agenoy-did-not-exist—NA—Program-did-not-ex-ist 4—Insufficient-fandingv 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1989 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legend Reason Code   SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities la  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities.  AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implementedot  2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program.  AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or   city 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listingfor 

Pro 1895- 1095 

Consolidated Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 21,2005 

1096 1007 —1-998------1-998--------2000---------g00-1-------- 
Start —Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Stab. Program Codo—Existed-Sloted? 

-Commercial On Site Pickup 

-Spesial-Gollection-Seasonal4egular) 

-Speoial-Gotlection-Evehts 

-Residential-Self-haul-Greenwaste 

-Commercial-On-Site-Gr-eenwaste-Piok-up 

-Gommecoial-Self-Haul-Greehwaste 

-Sludge-(sewage/industnal) 

-T-if-es 

n030 co tniur± Y Y 1990—M SO SO SO SO SO SO 

-White Goode 

Reason-Cede 
SO—Seleeted-Ongoing D—Drepped 4—Delays-in-bringing-diversien-faeilities--6—Laek-ef-eeeperetion-frorn-edier-entities 
AO—Alternative-Ongoing DE—Drepped-in-Earlier--Year—ordine7 7—Suffsgent-diversien-witheut-seleeted 
SI—Seleeted-Implernented NI—Seleetedend-Net-Implernented-2—Unaveidable-rogelatery-detays, P.-.6.-.2.7 
Al—Altesnative-Implernented PF Plannod Future 3—Enistinteentraetual-OF-legal-preblerns7-8—Laek-ef-rnarkets-neeessaff-to-suppert 
M—Regional-Ageney-did-not-exist—NA—Prograni-did-notexist 4—Insuffieient-fandingv 

2002 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 10 
August 16-17, 2005                                  This replaces the original Attachment 3 which was incorrectly included Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1991 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1992 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1992 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 Status Code Legend Reason Code   SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  D ays in bringing diversion fel acilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities.  AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implementedot  2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program.  AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or   city 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

21,2005 

Program Listingfor 
Consolidated Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 

14-84845— 1045 
Program Codo—Existed-Sloted? Start —Status 

_Scrap- Metal 

-Wood-Waste  

1007 
Status Status Status Status Status Status 

AO AO AO AO AO AO 

1096  
Status 

-GonoreteiAsphaltiRubble 

-Rendering 

4400 SP OT-14 N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
-Other-Speoial-Waste 

-Electronic-(radio odines) 

-Print-(broonuresrflyersidesnews-artioles) 

-Outreaoh-(teoh-assistancepresentationsawardsi  
-fairsrfield-tries) 

-Sohools-(eduoation-and-ourrioulem.) 

-Esonomio-1noentives" 

%end Reason-Gode 
SO—Seleeted-Ongoing D—gipped 4—Delays-in-bringing-diversien-faeilifies--6—Laek-of oseeperation-frons-edier-entifies 
AO—Alternative-Ongoing DE—Drepped-in-Earlier--Year enfine7 7—Suffieient-diversien-witheut-seleeted 
SI—Seleeted-Implernented 141—Seleeted-and-Net-Implernented-2—Unaveidable-regulatery-delays,  
Al—Alternative-Intplernented PF Planned Future 3 —  —Enisting-eentraetual-OF-legal-preblerns7-8—Laek-ef rearkets-neeessaff-to-suppert 
M—Regienal-Ageney-did-net-exist—NA—Pregrarn-did-net-enist 4—Insuffieient-fundin& 

3—Insufficient-Mann& 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 10 
August 16-17, 2005                                  This replaces the original Attachment 3 which was incorrectly included Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N N 1991 M M AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1991 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1992 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 4100-SP-OTH N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Other Special Waste 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1995 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN N Y 1995 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1994 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 Status Code Legend Reason Code   SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities la  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities.  AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implementedot  2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program.  AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or   city 
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Office of Local Assistance  Page 1 

Program Listingfor 

Pro 1895— 1095 

Consolidated Consolidated Waste Management Authority Rifle 21,2005 

1096 1007 —1-998------1-998--------2000--------g00-1-------- 
Start —Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Stab. Program Codo—Existed-Sicted? 

-Ordinances 

X000 FR MRF N Y 1996 M SO SO SO SO SO SO 

-MRP 

-Landfill 

tenon FR CMF N Y 1993 M SO SO SO SO SO SO 

-Composting-Faoility 

7-949 FR ADC N N 1-994 M M AO AO AO AO AO AO 
-Altemative-Daily-Govec 

-Tiros 

-Pecmanent-Paoility 

-Mobile-or-Periodic-Collection 

-Education-149gFam6.  

Statits-Gode-Legend  
SO—Seleeted-Ongoing D—gipped 4—Delays-in-bringing-diversien-faeilifies--6—Laek-of oseeperation-frorn-edier-entifies 
AO—Alternative-Ongoing DE—Drepped-in-Earlier--Year enfine 7—Suffieient-diversien-witheut-seleeted 
SI—Seleeted-Implernented 141—Seleeted-and-Net-Implernented-2—Unaveidable-regulatery-delays,  
Al—Alternative-Intplernented PF Plannod Future 3 —  —Enisting-eentraetual-OF-legal-prebleran-8—Laek-ef rearkets-neeessaff-to-suppert 
M—Regienal-Ageney-did-net-enist—NA—Pregrarn-did-net-enist 4—Insuffieient-funding, 
—et 3—Insufficient-Mann& 

ApplieatienPAR4S--eity-was-not-ineerperated-Of 

Reason-Cede 

2002 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 10 
August 16-17, 2005                                  This replaces the original Attachment 3 which was incorrectly included Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Consolidated Waste Management Authority June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1993 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1996 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1993 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 1994 M M AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8020-TR-TRS Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1988 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP N Y 1995 M M SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 Status Code Legend Reason Code   SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities la  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities.  AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implementedot  2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program.  AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or   city 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 10 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Imperial Beach June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1992 SO SO D 99 SI SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB N Y 1995 SO SO SO 1 SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 10 
August 16-17, 2005                                  This replaces the original Attachment 3 which was incorrectly included Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Imperial Beach June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1992 SO SO D 99 SI SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB N Y 1995 SO SO SO 1 SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Imperial Beach June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2040-RC-SFH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2040-RC-SFH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Imperial Beach June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4070-SP-DSD N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Disaster Debris 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1998 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 SI SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Ordinances 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. 

7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
program. 

AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4070-SP-DSD N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Disaster Debris 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1998 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 SI SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Ordinances 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Imperial Beach June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

7000-FR-MRF N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
MRF 

7030-FR-CMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-HH-PMF N N 2000 PF PF PF PF PF SI SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1994 D 4 DE 4 DE 4 DE 4 DE 4 DE 4 DE 4 DE 4 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-HH-CSC N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Imperial Beach June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 7000-FR-MRF N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 MRF 

 7030-FR-CMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9000-HH-PMF N N 2000 PF PF PF PF PF SI SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1994 D 4 DE 4 DE 4 DE 4 DE 4 DE 4 DE 4 DE 4 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-202 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Imperial 
Beach, San Diego County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Imperial Beach (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time 
Extension application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Imperial 
Beach's SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the 
programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-202  

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Imperial 
Beach, San Diego County 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Imperial Beach (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time 
Extension application with the information and documentation required;  
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Imperial 
Beach’s SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the 
programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 11 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB 1066 Time Extension By The City Of Victorville, 
San Bernardino County 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Victorville (City) of San Bernardino County (County) has submitted to the 
California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 
1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff 
review indicates that while the City has been implementing the source reduction, 
recycling, and composting programs, selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve 
the 50 percent diversion requirement. The City currently has a 44 percent diversion rate 
for 2001, 43 percent for 2002. The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 
50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005. Staff's analysis of the City's Plan of 
Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City's waste stream. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Board determined at the June 18-19, 2002, Board meeting that the City had made a good 
faith effort to implement programs to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement in 2000. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes 
the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful 
and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to 
revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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AGENDA ITEM 11 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB 1066 Time Extension By The City Of Victorville, 
San Bernardino County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Victorville (City) of San Bernardino County (County) has submitted to the 
California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 
1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff 
review indicates that while the City has been implementing the source reduction, 
recycling, and composting programs, selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve 
the 50 percent diversion requirement.  The City currently has a 44 percent diversion rate 
for 2001, 43 percent for 2002. The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 
50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s Plan of 
Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board determined at the June 18-19, 2002, Board meeting that the City had made a good 
faith effort to implement programs to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement in 2000.   

 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes 
the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful 
and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to 
revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval." 

The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the 

programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

2. Basis for staff's analysis 
Staff's analysis is based upon the information below. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an extension. 
(3)  If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the 

programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Staff 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 Pounds 
waste 

generated 
per person 

per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 

Waste 
Stream 

Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

1990 43 45 44 43 10.29 69,700 51 49 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date 

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

December 31, 
2005 

2005 
Interim status report 

Final Report 7 % 

City's geographic location: Victorville is located 

Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 

in the high desert of San Bernardino County. 

the following: 
to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

why additional time is necessary for meeting the 

of the request; 
is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
to be expanded or newly proposed are 
by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 

request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
before the time extension expires; 

City will modify and expand and new programs it 

will be achieved; 
new and/or expanded programs. 

meets the above requirements. Board staff has also 
current program implementation, including 

Board staff's understanding of the relevant 
contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 

Plan of Correction to be reasonable. The 
are explained in the attachment matrix 

Attachment 1 provides 
• The barriers faced 

the jurisdiction's 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff's analysis of 
• Diversion programs 

Plan of Correction 
• Staff's analysis of 

appropriate, given 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 

an overview of 
by the jurisdiction 

explanation as to 

the reasonableness 
the jurisdiction 

(Section IV-A 
whether the programs 
the barriers confronted 

time extension 
meeting 50 percent 

programs the 

when 50 percent 
necessary for 

of Correction 
of the jurisdiction's 

visit. Based on 
jurisdiction that 

proposed new 
and staff's analyses 

jurisdiction. 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 
A. Demonstrates 
B. Includes existing 

will implement; 
C. Identifies the date 
D. Identifies funding 

The jurisdiction's Plan 
conducted an assessment 
a program review site 
circumstances in the 
believes the jurisdiction's 
jurisdiction's request 
(Attachment 1) for the 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 Pounds 
waste 

generated 
per person 

per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 

Waste 
Stream 

Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 

Percentage 

1990 43 45 44 43 10.29 69,700 51 49 
 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date                    

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

             Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

December 31, 
2005 2005 Interim status report 

Final Report 7 % 

 
City’s geographic location: Victorville is located in the high desert of San Bernardino County. 

 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     A. Demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           B. Includes existing programs the City will modify and expand and new programs it   
                will implement; 

     C. Identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     D. Identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 
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In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs identified in 

its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs it 
will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means of 
funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date and 
its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement as 
outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City's first 
SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related to 
this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs and 
to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will assist 
the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
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diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
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VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

B. Legal 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Victorville 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

47.7 33.5 11.6 0.6 3.3 0.2 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Victorville 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

36,187 43,254 18.7 

A. Program 

C. Administrative 

* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach The City uses 
and give-aways to promote diversion programs to all residential 
sectors. 

• Project Benefits. Allowing the jurisdiction time to expand 
implement additional programs, will help to increase the City's 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Victorville 
2. SB 1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Victorville 
3. Program Listing for the City of Victorville 
4. Resolution Number 2005-203 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
Staff: Rebecca Brown Phone: (916) 

Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 
Staff: NA Phone: 

representative, 
community 

there 

rates. 

(D) 
reduce 

to 

reduction 
with 

by 
they meet 

and non-residential 
brochures, newsletters, 

existing, and/or 
diversion 

local jurisdictions' 
strategy 

programs and 
City's efforts 

source 
to work 

diversion mandates) 
to ensure 

341-6680 
341-6080 

NA 
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G. Environmental Justice 
     Community Setting 
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Victorville 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

47.7 33.5 11.6 0.6 3.3 0.2 0.2 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Victorville 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

36,187 43,254 18.7 
* Per household 
 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, there 

are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the community.   
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach The City uses brochures, newsletters, 

and give-aways to promote diversion programs to all residential and non-residential 
sectors.   

• Project Benefits.  Allowing the jurisdiction time to expand existing, and/or 
implement additional programs, will help to increase the City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Victorville 
2. SB 1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Victorville 
3. Program Listing for the City of Victorville 
4. Resolution Number 2005-203 

 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Rebecca Brown                            Phone:  (916) 341-6680 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 
City of Victorville 
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item 
publication. 

was submitted for 
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A. Support 
City of Victorville  
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Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Victorville First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers To Self-Haul Diversion Program: 
• There are several barriers that resulted in increased 

disposal quantities and prevented greater recovery, 
including large amounts of self-haul tonnage to the 
county landfill (approximately 19% of total tons 
allocated to City for 2003 through the Disposal 
Reporting System) and minimal recycling 
opportunities at the County landfill. The 
percentage of self-haul tonnage has been 
increasing over the past few years, up from only 
9% in 1997. The City does not control these 
loads, as self-haulers take materials directly to the 
County owned landfill. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• With the initiation of the County's pilot program, 

the City will begin to see improved opportunties 
and results for self-hauled materials to be diverted. 
The City needs the time that it will take for the 
County to monitor and make adjustments to that 
program. 

Landfill Diversion Program: 
• Until recently, there were minimal opportunities for 

self-haul diversion at the landfill for paper, bottles 
& cans, scrap metal, and tires. The County began 
its expanded diversion programs by starting with a 
pilot program at Victor Valley landfill in April 
2005. With no other easily accessible diversion 
opportunities available, it is hoped that both 
residential and commercial self-haulers will fmd the 
County's program easy to use and attractive and 
they will be utilized. This will assist in the City's 
efforts to decrease disposal coming from the Victor 
Valley Landfill, the closest landfill to Victorville. 

• Staff agrees that the barrier to self-haul disposal will 
be minimized with the County's landfill diversion 
program. 

Barriers To Construction and Demolition Diversion 
Program: 
• There are limited markets for clean brush, wood 

waste, asphalt, and concrete in the Victor Valley 
region, and no facilities for the processing of 
mixed construction and demolition (C&D) loads. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time for the County 

to implement its pilot C&D diversion program at 
the Victor Valley landfill, and for the County to 
assess the results of the pilot program and make 
any necessary modifications. 

• Time is needed for the City to review options for a 
possible C & D ordinance 

Construction and Demolition Diversion Program: 
• The County conducted a feasibility study for 

implementing the processing of mixed C&D loads 
its landfills. The study indicated that there is a need 
for diversion, and identified the materials that can 
be source-separated at the landfill from mixed C&D 
loads. Because of the lack of any near-by markets 
for mixed C&D debris, this program will reduce the 
barriers to increased diversion of C&D material. 
The County initiated the C&D diversion pilot 
program at the Victor Valley landfill in April 2005 
and will be evaluating the results and making any 
necessary modifications to the fmal program design 
and costs. 

• Staff concurs that the lack of markets for diverting 
mixed C&D materials in the high desert has been a 
challenging barrier and that with the initiation of the 
County's C&D landfill program, the City will 
benefit from the increased diversion opportunity. 

• Also, the City's proposed C&D ordinance or policy 
will also help increase the diversion of C&D 
material from construction projects. 

Barriers To Residential and Commercial Recycling 
Diversion Programs: 
• The City has experienced significant residential and 

commercial growth over the past four years 

Residential and Commercial Recycling Diversion 
Programs: 
• The City provides residential curbside collection of 

recyclables, excluding greenwaste, and provides for 
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they will be utilized. This will assist in the City’s 
efforts to decrease disposal coming from the Victor 
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• Staff agrees that the barrier to self-haul disposal will 

be minimized with the County’s landfill diversion 
program. 
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region, and no facilities for the processing of 
mixed construction and demolition (C&D) loads.   
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the Victor Valley landfill, and for the County to 
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• The County conducted a feasibility study for 
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be source-separated at the landfill from mixed C&D 
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commercial growth over the past four years 

Residential and Commercial Recycling Diversion 
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recyclables, excluding greenwaste, and provides for 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 11 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 1 

resulting in increased tonnage sent to the landfill. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• Time is needed for a review of the Victor Valley 

Material Recovery Facility (MRF) operations and 
improvements, final contracts for the improvement 
and ordering of equipment, which has been 
completed. Time is also need for the construction 
of the MRF improvements, which is estimated to 
take a minimum of ten months from notice to 

the collection of commercial recyclables using on-
site pickup and commercial select routing. 
Materials from both of these programs are taken to 
the Victor Valley MRF for sorting and diversion. 
With the planned improvements to the MRF, the 
City will see increased diversion not only from the 
source-separated materials collected by the hauler, 
but also from the commercial select routes. The 
MRF modifications will provide improved sorting 
equipment and facilities, an increased capacity, and 
more high-grade materials for market. 

• The City has thought of itself as a place without 
much landscaping debris, especially grass, since it is 
in the high desert, there are water issues and the 
City has always promoted Xeriscaping. However, 
the increased construction of single family 
residential units are incorporating conventional 
grassy landscaping designs and the City may be 
faced with a more significant increase in the 
generation of landscaping debris than it has 
previously experienced or expected, resulting in an 
unanticipated increase in disposal. 

• Staff agrees that the increased disposal resulting 
from residential and commercial sector growth will 
be reduced because of the improvements being 
made to the MRF. In addition, by examining the 
possibility of increased greenwaste disposal because 
of new home landscaping designs, the City can 
determine if that is having a negative impact on 
diversion and warrants a source-separated collection 
program. 

proceed. It is estimated that all of the MRF 
improvements will be completed by April 2006. 

• Time is also needed for the City to study the costs 
and benefits of a residential greenwaste program 
that would provide separate collection of 
landscaping debris. 

• Time is also needed for the City to revisit 
commercial sanitation customers to ensure that they 
are fully participating in the program. 

Plan of Correction 

I I 
• 

Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

7000-MR-MRF (Material Recovery Facility) 
Review MRF operations and implement 
improvements to increase capacity and recovery of 
processed materials. MRF improvements are expected 
to increase glass recovery by 30% and fiber recovery 
by at least 5%. 

The completion of the MRF 
improvements will benefit the City by 
providing increased diversion of 
materials collected from the residential 
and non-residential generators. 

1% 
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resulting in increased tonnage sent to the landfill.   
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7000-MR-MRF (Material Recovery Facility) 
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1% 
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7010-FR-Landfill (Landfill) 
Support efforts by County of San Bernardino to 
implement new and expanded diversion programs at 
the County's Victor Valley landfill for self-haulers and 
for mixed C&D loads from roll-offs. 

This program is important because the 
growth in the City has increased the 
generation of C&D and self-hauled 
materials. A report prepared for the 
County estimated that 14 % of all landfill 
tonnage is potentially divertable. 30% of 
the landfill tonnage is self-haul and the 
report states that there is the possibility 
that 63% of the self-haul tonnage is 
potentially recoverable. Staff believes the 
County's landfill diversion program will 
help ensure that the City's C&D 
materials and self-hauled materials will 
be being diverted. 

4% 

6020-PI-Ordinance (C&D Ordinance) 
Based upon proposed C&D ordinance, this program 
may include requirements for recycling plans and 
recycling tonnage reporting as conditions of approval 
or as conditions for receipt of Certificates of 
Occupancy or utility release/fmal inspection. 

This program is important because of the 
increased growth in the City and the need 
to address the generation of C&D waste. 
In addition, a C&D diversion program 
supports the County's C&D landfill and 
MRF diversion efforts. The County 
program supports the City's efforts to 
increase C&D and self-haul diversion at 
the landfill. 

1% 

2030-RC-OSP (Commercial On-site Pickup) 
Revisit largest waste generators to try to sign them up 
for City commercial recycling program. Also revisit 
current recycling customers for possible recycle 
service increases. 

Staff agrees that by contacting 
commercial generators again, the City 
may be able to modify the commercial 
collection programs and improve 
diversion. With the improvements that 
are being implemented at the MRF, this 
is an opportune time to reassess the 
effectiveness of the commercial select 
routes to improve quality of materials 
collected and increase diversion. 

1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 7.0 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2002 Annual Report 43% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

Support Programs 

5010-ED-PRN (Print) 
City will increase efforts to promote C & D recycling 
by builders, contractors, and self-haulers. City will 
develop and distribute C & D Recyclng Guide for 
Victor Valley. 

Educational outreach will be an essential component to the 
success of the City's C&D programs and will help ensure 
that generators of these material types will be informed of 
the City's programs and intention to increase C&D 
diversion. 

5020-ED-OUTREACH (Outreach) 
City Sanitation Code Enforcement Officers and other 
Sanitation Division staff will revisit largest waste 
generators and current recycling customers to 
promote participation in City'ss Commercial 
Recycling Program and possible in-house recycling 
programs. Enforcement Officers will also review 
accounts of existing recycling customers to determine 
if recycling service can be further increased. 

By visiting the City's large commercial generators, the City 
can evaluate the quality of its current on-site collection 
programs and offer assistance to those generators to 
improve their diversion efforts. In addition, the program 
can create an opportunity to encourage diversion 
opportunities that may not have been accepted during 
previous outreach efforts, creating new on-site collection 
customers. 
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Support Programs  

5010-ED-PRN (Print) 
City will increase efforts to promote C & D recycling 
by builders, contractors, and self-haulers.  City will 
develop and distribute C & D Recyclng Guide for 
Victor Valley.   

Educational outreach will be an essential component to the 
success of the City’s C&D programs and will help ensure 
that generators of these material types will be informed of 
the City’s programs and intention to increase C&D 
diversion. 

5020-ED-OUTREACH (Outreach) 
City Sanitation Code Enforcement Officers and other 
Sanitation Division staff will revisit largest waste 
generators and current recycling customers to 
promote participation in City’ss Commercial 
Recycling Program and possible in-house recycling 
programs.  Enforcement Officers will also review 
accounts of existing recycling customers to determine 
if recycling service can be further increased. 

By visiting the City’s large commercial generators, the City 
can evaluate the quality of its current on-site collection 
programs and offer assistance to those generators to 
improve their diversion efforts.  In addition, the program 
can create an opportunity to encourage diversion 
opportunities that may not have been accepted during 
previous outreach efforts, creating new on-site collection 
customers.  
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6020-PI-Ordinance Staff agrees with the City's decision to review options for 
Review options for developing an ordinance or other passage of a C&D ordinance. An ordinance can provide 
policies that promote increased C&D waste diversion. support that strengthens the C&D program and improves 

diversion results from C&D program. It also supports the 
County's efforts to provide C&D diversion at the County 
landfills, as well as C&D diversion at the MRF. 

3000-CM-RCG (Residential Curbside Greenwaste) Staff agrees that it is important to assess the potential for 
Evaluate feasibility, costs, and diversion potential of 
residential organics collection program. 

implementation of a residential curbside organics program, 
especially because of the increased growth in the residential 
sector and the changes in landscaping practices that may be 
resulting in significantly more disposal of landscaping 
debris than has historically occurred in the City. 
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6020-PI-Ordinance 
Review options for developing an ordinance or other 
policies that promote increased C&D waste diversion. 

Staff agrees with the City’s decision to review options for 
passage of a C&D ordinance. An ordinance can provide 
support that strengthens the C&D program and improves 
diversion results from C&D program.  It also supports the 
County’s efforts to provide C&D diversion at the County 
landfills, as well as C&D diversion at the MRF. 

3000-CM-RCG (Residential Curbside Greenwaste) 
Evaluate feasibility, costs, and diversion potential of 
residential organics collection program. 

Staff agrees that it is important to assess the potential for 
implementation of a residential curbside organics program, 
especially because of the increased growth in the residential 
sector and the changes in landscaping practices that may be 
resulting in significantly more disposal of landscaping 
debris than has historically occurred in the City. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 7671 Efate Z.X pages 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) Post-it® Fax Note  

1001 I Street . I, From etA_S 

PO Box 4025 4  a_o 06cco. 
co./Dept. C_Tfrt) r-9u 

Sacramento CA 95812-4025 Phone 
Phone 8 
aminamtn Fax  

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, an V.  

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

CITY OF VICTORVILLE 

County 

SAN BERNARDINO 

Auth ed Signature Title 

SOLID WASTE MANAGER DANA L. ARMSTRONG 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

DANA L. ARMSTRONG 

Date 

6/24/05 

Phone 

(760) 955-5086 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

DANA L. ARMSTRONG 

Title 

SOLID WASTE MANAGER 

Phone 

(760)955-5086 

E-mail Address 

drmustrongerci.victerville.ca.us  

Fax 

(760)245-6046 

Mailing Address 

P.O. Box 5001 

City 

Victorville 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

92393-5001 
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This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

A Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

0 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? A No ❑ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 
 

1.  Eligibility  
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)?  

 No.   If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 
2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 
 

Please specify the request desired. 
 

   Time Extension Request 
 

Specific years requested _2005______________ 
 
Is this a second request?  No   Yes Specific years requested. _     ______________ 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

 
   Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

 
Specific ADR requested _     __________%, for the years_     _________. 
 
Is this a second ADR request?  No    Yes Specific ADR requested _     ____%, for the  
years _     _______ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

 
Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006.  An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 11
Attachment 2



Board Meeting Agenda Item 11 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City has implemented the diversion and waste reduction programs outlined in its SRRE. A number of alternate 
programs (not orginally selected in the SRRE) have also been implemented. Despite this, the City's calculated 
diversion rates for the 2001/2002 biennial review period were 44% and 43% respectively. 

There are several barriers that resulted in increased disposal quantities and prevented greater recovery, including 
large amounts of self haul tonnage to the county landfill (approximately 19% of total tons allocated to City for 
2003 per the Disposal Reporting System), minimal recycling opportunities at the County landfill, limited markets 
for clean brush, wood waste, asphalt, and concrete in the Victor Valley region, and NO facilities for the 
processing of mixed construction/demolition loads. In addition, the City has experienced significant residential 
and commercial growth over the past 4 years. This growth has caused increased tonnage sent to the landfill. 

At the present time, self haul tonnage represents approximately 19% of the City's allocated disposal tonnage. The 
percentage of self haul tonnage has been increasing over the past few years, up from only 9% in 1997. The 
City does not control these loads, as self haulers take materials directly to the County owned landfill. Until just 
recently, there were negligible opportunities for diversion at the landfill. There were only bins for paper, bottles 
& cans, scrap metal, and tires. 

Early in 2004, the County's landfill contractor, Burrtec Waste Industries, began a pilot program for diversion of wood 
waste/brush. In addition, the County is studying the feasibility of implementing a more extensive program for 
processing mixed C & D loads. This project alone would eliminate most of the barriers to increased diversion of 
C & D material, and would significantly improve the City's diversion rate. The County's expanded C & D 
diversion program at the landfill finally began in late April 2005. The program is a 3 month pilot program to 
gather data and gain experience with operational methods. After the pilot program, the data will be evaluated 
and decisions made on a final program design and costs. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

Time is needed for the County to implement its enhanced landfill based diversion programs. Time is needed for the 
City to review options for a possible C & D ordinance and to study the costs and potential benefits of a 
residential greenwaste program. The City has already begun revisiting commercial sanitation customers, 
however, this task must be fit in with the Sanitation Division Code Enforcement Officer's other tasks. Review of 
MRF operations and potential improvements has been completed, final contracts for the improvements have 
been signed (in early 2005), and equipment has been ordered. Construction of MRF improvements is 
estimated to take a minimum of 10 months from notice to proceed. It is estimated that MRF improvements will 
be completed by April 2006. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s progress in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 
1.   Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City has implemented the diversion and waste reduction programs outlined in its SRRE.  A number of alternate 
programs (not orginally selected in the SRRE) have also been implemented.  Despite this, the City's calculated 
diversion rates for the 2001/2002 biennial review period were 44% and 43% respectively. 

There are several barriers that resulted in increased disposal quantities and prevented greater recovery, including 
large amounts of self haul tonnage to the county landfill (approximately 19% of total tons allocated to City for 
2003 per the Disposal Reporting System), minimal recycling opportunities at the County landfill, limited markets 
for clean brush, wood waste, asphalt, and concrete in the Victor Valley region, and NO facilities for the 
processing of mixed construction/demolition loads.  In addition, the City has experienced significant residential 
and commercial growth over the past 4 years.  This growth has caused increased tonnage sent to the landfill.   

At the present time, self haul tonnage represents approximately 19% of the City's allocated disposal tonnage.  The 
percentage of self haul tonnage has been increasing over the past few years, up from only 9% in 1997.  The 
City does not control these loads, as self haulers take materials directly to the County owned landfill.  Until just 
recently, there were negligible opportunities for diversion at the landfill.  There were only bins for paper, bottles 
& cans, scrap metal, and tires.   

Early in 2004, the County's landfill contractor, Burrtec Waste Industries, began a pilot program for diversion of wood 
waste/brush.   In addition, the County is studying the feasibility of implementing a more extensive program for 
processing mixed C & D loads.  This project alone would eliminate most of the barriers to increased diversion of 
C & D material, and would significantly improve the City's diversion rate.  The County's expanded C & D 
diversion program at the landfill finally began in late April 2005.  The program is a 3 month pilot program to 
gather data and gain experience with operational methods.  After the pilot program, the data will be evaluated 
and decisions made on a final program design and costs.        

 2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

Time is needed for the County to implement its enhanced landfill based diversion programs.  Time is needed for the 
City to review options for a possible C & D ordinance and to study the costs and potential benefits of a 
residential greenwaste program.  The City has already begun revisiting commercial sanitation customers, 
however, this task must be fit in with the Sanitation Division Code Enforcement Officer's other tasks.  Review of 
MRF operations and potential improvements has been completed, final contracts for the improvements have 
been signed (in early 2005), and equipment has been ordered.  Construction of MRF improvements is 
estimated to take a minimum of 10 months from notice to proceed.  It is estimated that MRF improvements will 
be completed by April 2006.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
3.   Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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As indicated in the City's 2001 and 2002 Annual Reports, the City has implemented numerous effective diversion 
programs which were selected in the SRRE. In addition, alternative programs have been implemented. Programs 
that have been implemented include: city-wide residential curbside recycling; a commercial recycling route; a 
commercial select route; roll-off recycling and roll-off select routes; development of a materials recovery facility; 
processing of select C & D loads at the MRF; grasscycling at city faciliies; development and support of a residential 
master composter program; participation in a regional waste management JPA; diversion activites during 
redevelopment of the former George Air Force Base (including refurbishment and relocation of modular housing); 
recycling of asphalt paving materials during repaving projects; reuse of concrete and asphalt for erosion control 
projects; sifting and recovery of street sweepings; recovery of scrap metal from bulky item collection, code 
enforcement vehicle abatement efforts, and code enforcement clean up projects; diversion of green waste and 
manures from the county fairgrounds, the community college, and city parks; use of rubberized asphalt in all city 
repaving projects; purchase of re-refined motor oil and recycled copy paper; extensive in-house recycling programs 
for city facilities; use of Dept. of Conservation grant funds to set up CRV recycling programs at city facilities, gas 
stations, and businesses; extensive public education efforts; etc. etc. See the City's EAR for complete descriptions 
of programs implemented. 
4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

The City of Victorville has been diligently implementing the programs it selected in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element. It has made significant and on-going efforts to develop meaningful and effective diversion 
programs in order to comply with the requirements of AB 939. It has invested millions of dollars in the construction 
of the Victor Valley Materials Recovery Facility. City residents and businesses are paying, through their sanitation 
rates, for the costs of developing and operating diversion programs. The City has made a good faith effort to 
comply with AB 939 and continues to do so. 

 

As indicated in the City's 2001 and 2002 Annual Reports, the City has implemented numerous effective diversion 
programs which were selected in the SRRE.  In addition, alternative programs have been implemented.  Programs 
that have been implemented include: city-wide residential curbside recycling; a commercial recycling route; a 
commercial select route; roll-off recycling and roll-off select routes; development of a materials recovery facility; 
processing of select C & D loads at the MRF; grasscycling at city faciliies; development and support of a residential 
master composter program; participation in a regional waste management JPA; diversion activites during 
redevelopment of the former George Air Force Base (including refurbishment and relocation of modular housing); 
recycling of asphalt paving materials during repaving projects; reuse of concrete and asphalt for erosion control 
projects; sifting and recovery of street sweepings; recovery of scrap metal from bulky item collection, code 
enforcement vehicle abatement efforts, and code enforcement clean up projects; diversion of green waste and 
manures from the county fairgrounds, the community college, and city parks; use of rubberized asphalt in all city 
repaving projects; purchase of re-refined motor oil and recycled copy paper; extensive in-house recycling programs 
for city facilities; use of Dept. of Conservation grant funds to set up CRV recycling programs at city facilities, gas 
stations, and businesses; extensive public education efforts; etc. etc.  See the City's EAR for complete descriptions 
of programs implemented.    
4.   Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

The City of Victorville has been diligently implementing the programs it selected in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element.  It has made significant and on-going efforts to develop meaningful and effective diversion 
programs in order to comply with the requirements of AB 939.  It has invested millions of dollars in the construction 
of the Victor Valley Materials Recovery Facility.  City residents and businesses are paying, through their sanitation 
rates, for the costs of developing and operating diversion programs.  The City has made a good faith effort to 
comply with AB 939 and continues to do so. 
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Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

 

 

Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s efforts in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

      

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 
 
      

3. Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

      

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 49% (Base 
Year) 

Non-residential % 51% (Base 
Year) 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Materials Recovery Facility Expand 

Review MRF operations and implement improvements 
to increase capacity and recovery of processed 
materials. MRF improvement expected to increase 
glass recovery by 30% and fiber recovery by at least 5% 

City December 31, 
2005 

1% 

Other (Landfill) Diversion New 

Support efforts by County of San Bernardino to 
implement new and expanded diversion programs at the 
Countys Victorville landfill for self-haulers and for mixed 
C&D loads from roll-offs. Report prepared for SB 
County estimates 14% of all landfill tonnage is 
potentially divertable. 30% of tonnage is self-haul and 
approximately 63% of that is potentially recoverable. 

County 
landfill tip 
fees 

July 2005 4% 

C & D Recycling Expand 

Based upon proposed C & D ordinance, program may 
include requirements for recycing plans and recycling 
tonnage reporting as conditions of approval or as 
conditions for receipt of Certificates of Occupancy or 
utility release/final inspection. 

City November 
2005 

1% 

Commercial On Site 
Recycling Pick-up 

Expand 

Revisit largest waste generators to try to sign them up 
for City commercial recycling program. Also revisit 
current recycling customers for possible recycle service 
increases. 

City August 2005 1% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
7% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 43% (2002) 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Public Education Expanded City will increase efforts to promote C & D recycling by builders, 
contractors, and self-haulers. City will develop and distribute C & 
D Recyclng Guide for Victor Valley. 

March 2005 

 

 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 49% (Base 
Year) 

Non-residential % 51% (Base 
Year) 

 
PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board’s 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
Materials Recovery Facility 

 
 
Expand 

Review MRF operations and implement improvements 
to increase capacity and recovery of processed 
materials.  MRF improvement expected to increase 
glass recovery by 30% and fiber recovery by at least 5%  

 
City 

 
December 31, 
2005 

 
1% 

 
 
 
Other (Landfill) Diversion  

 
 
 
New 

Support efforts by County of San Bernardino to 
implement new and expanded diversion programs at the 
County's Victorville landfill for self-haulers and for mixed 
C&D loads from roll-offs.  Report prepared for SB 
County estimates 14% of all landfill tonnage is 
potentially divertable.  30% of tonnage is self-haul and 
approximately 63% of that is potentially recoverable. 

 
County 
landfill tip 
fees 

 
July 2005 

 
4% 

 
 
 
C & D Recycling 

 
 
 
Expand 

Based upon proposed C & D ordinance, program may 
include requirements for recycing plans and recycling 
tonnage reporting as conditions of approval or as 
conditions for receipt of Certificates of Occupancy or 
utility release/final inspection. 

 
City 

 
November 
2005 

 
1% 

 
 
Commercial On Site 
Recycling Pick-up 

 
 
Expand 

Revisit largest waste generators to try to sign them up 
for City commercial recycling program.  Also revisit 
current recycling customers for possible recycle service 
increases.     

 
City 

 
August 2005 

 
1% 

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
7% 

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 43% (2002) 

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPANDED 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 
 
Public Education 

 
Expanded 

 
City will increase efforts to promote C & D recycling by builders, 
contractors, and self-haulers.  City will develop and distribute C & 
D Recyclng Guide for Victor Valley.   

 
March 2005 
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Outreach Expanded City Sanitation Code Enforcement Officers and other Sanitation 
Division staff will revisit largest waste generators and current 
recycling customers to promote participation in City's Commercial 
Recycling Program and possible in-house recycling programs. 
Enforcement Officers will also review accounts of existing 
recycling customers to determine if recycling service can be further 
increased. 

On-going 

Ordinances New Review options for developing an ordinance or other policies that 
promote increased construction and demolition waste diversion. 

October 2005 

 

 
Outreach 

 
Expanded 

 
City Sanitation Code Enforcement Officers and other Sanitation 
Division staff will revisit largest waste generators and current 
recycling customers to promote participation in City's Commercial 
Recycling Program and possible in-house recycling programs.  
Enforcement Officers will also review accounts of existing 
recycling customers to determine if recycling service can be further 
increased. 

 
On-going 

 
Ordinances 

 
New 

 
Review options for developing an ordinance or other policies that 
promote increased construction and demolition waste diversion. 

 
October 2005 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

 

Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

 
Residential %       Non-residential %       

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board’s Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG
Central/PARIS/Codes/
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
      

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report  
      

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  
      

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

 

 

Section V – PARIS 
Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction’s Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction’s PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions.  
 
Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board’s website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/. 
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City of Victorville, SB 1066 Time Extension Request 

SUPPORTING PROGRAMS, CONTINUED 

PROGRAM NEW OR DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
TYPE EXPANDED COMPLETED 

Residential 
Curbside 
Greenwaste 

New Evaluate feasibility, costs, and diversion 
potential of residential organics 
collection program. 

November 2005 

Collection 
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Residential 
Curbside 
Greenwaste 
Collection 

New Evaluate feasibility, costs, and diversion 
potential of residential organics 
collection program. 

November 2005 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Victorville June 27, 2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Victorville June 27, 2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Victorville June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 2000 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO D 4, 5, 6 
Food Waste Composting 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 11 
August 16-17, 2005        Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
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 Victorville June 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y 2000 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO D  4, 5, 6 
 Food Waste Composting 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Victorville June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

3060-CM-GOV N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Government Composting Programs 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4040-SP-SCM N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

4100-SP-OTH N N 1999 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Other Special Waste 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Victorville June 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 3060-CM-GOV N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Government Composting Programs 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4040-SP-SCM N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 4100-SP-OTH N N 1999 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Other Special Waste 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Victorville June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Ordinances 

6030-PI-OTH N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Other Policy Incentive 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7030-FR-CMF N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

7050-FR-OTH N Y NA PF PF NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Other Facility Recovery 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1985 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting        Agenda Item 11 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Victorville June 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Ordinances 

 6030-PI-OTH N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Other Policy Incentive 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 7050-FR-OTH N Y NA PF PF NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Other Facility Recovery 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1985 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Victorville June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9030-H H-WSE N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Waste Exchange 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1985 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9030-HH-WSE N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1985 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-203 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Victorville, 
San Bernardino County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Victorville (City) has submitted a completed SB 1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
Victorville's SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in a final report at the end of the 
extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

Page (2005-203) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-203 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Victorville, 
San Bernardino County 
 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Victorville (City) has submitted a completed SB 1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required;  
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
Victorville’s SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in a final report at the end of the 
extension in its Annual Report.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 12 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Yucaipa, San 
Bernardino County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Yucaipa has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 50 
percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction, recycling, and composting programs selected in its 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the 
proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement. The City 
currently has a 45 percent diversion rate for 2001, 45 percent for 2002, and 41 percent for 
2003. The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion 
through December 31, 2005. Staff's analysis of the City's Plan of Correction indicates 
the plan is reasonable, given the City's waste stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on March 18-19, 
2003. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the jurisdiction 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its 
application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

Page 12-1 Page 12-1 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 
AGENDA ITEM 12 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Yucaipa, San 
Bernardino County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Yucaipa has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 50 
percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction, recycling, and composting programs selected in its 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the 
proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement.  The City 
currently has a 45 percent diversion rate for 2001, 45 percent for 2002, and 41 percent for 
2003.  The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion 
through December 31, 2005. Staff’s analysis of the City’s Plan of Correction indicates 
the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on March 18-19, 
2003.   
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the jurisdiction 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its 
application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV.  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 

V.  ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall speck its 
reasons for the disapproval." 

The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information below. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generate 
d per 
person 
per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

1990 60 45 45 41 7.28 45,650 64 36 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date 

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/05 2003 
Interim Report 
Final Report 

9% 

City's geographic location: Yucaipa is located in southwestern 
Highway 10. 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 

San Bernardino County, near 

meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 
additional time is necessary for meeting the 

the request; 
to expand or newly implement in the 

SB1066 Time Extension application); 
to be expanded or newly proposed are 
by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 

must include a Plan of Correction that: 
the time extension expires; 

composting programs the City will 
and new programs it will implement; 
be achieved; 

expanded programs. 

Attachment 1 provides an 
• The barriers faced by 

the jurisdiction's explanation 
diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the 
• Diversion programs the 

Plan of Correction (Section 
• Staffs analysis of whether 

appropriate, given the 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 

overview of the following: 
the jurisdiction to 

as to why 

reasonableness of 
jurisdiction is proposing 

IV-A of the 
the programs 

barriers confronted 

extension request 
50 percent before 

recycling, and 
it will modify 
50 percent will 

for new and/or 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 time 
a. demonstrates meeting 
b. includes source reduction, 

implement, existing programs 
c. identifies the date when 
d. identifies funding necessary 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generate
d per 
person 
per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

1990 60 45 45 41 7.28 45,650 64 36 

  
SB 1066 Data 

Extension End 
Date                    

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

             Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/05 2003 Interim Report 
Final Report 9% 

 
City’s geographic location: Yucaipa is located in southwestern San Bernardino County, near 
Highway 10.   
 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 
implement, existing programs it will modify and new programs it will implement; 
     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
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The jurisdiction's Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction's current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction's proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable. The 
jurisdiction's request and staff's analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City's 
first SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

Page 12-4 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-12 
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 12-4 

The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 
  
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City’s 
first SB1066 time extension application.   
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
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E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Yucaipa 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

76.8 18.3 0.9 0.7 1.1 0.1 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Yucaipa 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

39,144 51,140 11.2 

* Per household 

• Environmental 

• Efforts 
and public 
residential 
wide variety 
venues. 

• Project 
programs 

H. 2001 Strategic 
This item 
ability to 
(Assess 
disposal, 
implement 

This item 
to minimize 
jurisdictions 
demonstrating 
and/or 

are no environmental 
Justice 

at Environmental 

and commercial 
service announcements 

Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
justice issues related to this item in the 

Justice Outreach. The City uses 
and to promote its diversion 

sectors. The City also promotes 
events and participates in speaking engagements 

of the existing, and implementation 
1 will help to increase the City's 

Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support 
California's waste diversion mandates), 

governments' efforts to implement 
action as needed) by assessing the 

and reduce disposal. 

Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote 
of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue 

they meet and/or exceed existing waste 
continual efforts to work with jurisdictions 

diversion mandates. 

representative, 
community 

there 

to all 
at a 

a variety of 

rates. 

(D) 
reduce 

to 

reduction 
with 

by 
they meet 

of the additional 

brochures, newsletters, 
programs 

diversion programs 
at 

diversion 

local jurisdictions' 
strategy 

programs and 
City's efforts 

source 
to work 

diversion mandates) 
to ensure 

of public 

Benefits. Expansion 
listed in Attachment 

Plan 
supports Strategic 
reach and maintain 

and assist local 
taking corrective 

programs 

also supports 
the amount 
to ensure 

staffs 
exceed the waste 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 
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E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Yucaipa 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

76.8 18.3 0.9 0.7 1.1 0.1 0.1 

 
2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Yucaipa 

Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

39,144 51,140 11.2 

* Per household 
 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, there 

are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the community. 
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City uses brochures, newsletters, 

and public service announcements and to promote its diversion programs to all 
residential and commercial sectors. The City also promotes diversion programs at a 
wide variety of public events and participates in speaking engagements at a variety of 
venues. 

• Project Benefits.  Expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
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VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. City of Yucaipa's First Time Extension Matrix 
2. SB 1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Yucaipa 
3. Program Listing for the City of Yucaipa 
4. Resolution Number 2005-204 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Rebecca Brown Phone: (916) 341-6680 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: NA Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 
City of Yucaipa 
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted 
publication. 

for 
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1. City of Yucaipa’s First Time Extension Matrix  
2. SB 1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Yucaipa 
3. Program Listing for the City of Yucaipa 
4. Resolution Number 2005-204 
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A.  Program Staff:  Rebecca Brown                            Phone:  (916) 341-6680 
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C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
City of Yucaipa   
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Yucaipa's First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Sector Programs: 
• The City of Yucaipa has experienced an extended 

period of residential and commercial growth that 
has out-paced the conversion factors and the 
projections contained in the SRRE. 

• Multi-family complexes and Mobile Home Parks 
are (MHP) currently served by bins. Curbside 
service in MHP's is often resisted because of the 
undesirable effects of having heavy collection 
trucks driving the privately owned streets in the 
MHP's. Apartment, condominium, and townhome 
complexes, along with mobile home parks, 
frequently do not have bin enclosures sized to 
accommodate both trash and recycle containers. 

• Over the past few years, City Council has elected to 
apply the annual rate increases only to the 60 and 90 
gallon customers to encourage the larger volume 
users to reduce their container size for economic 
reasons thus reducing solid waste generation. This 
approach has not produced the outcome expected. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs time to modify and track the results 

of changes to existing programs and the addition of 
new programs to the residential sector. These 
programs will: educate the users about the changes 
in the services; add source separated manure 
collection for residents; add source separated 
greenwaste collection for residents; and make 
changes in collection routes and services in the 
commercial sector, including multi-family 
dwellings. 

Residential and Non-Residential Sector: 
• Staff agrees that because of the City's significant 

growth, addressing the impacts of increased 
generation and disposal resulting from that growth 
is important. The City needs time to implement the 
proposed modifications to their residential services 
to increase diversion from the generators. 

• Implementing recycling cart services to residents in 
multifamily dwellings can present challenges like 
those described; however, staff agrees that there are 
ways to overcome those obstacles and the City will 
be addressing them in their Plan of Correction 

• It is reasonable that a lack of response by residents 
to rate increases in the larger trash containers has 
created a barrier to reducing disposal and staff 
supports the efforts of the City in their Plan of 
Correction to overcome the barrier through 
increased education. 

Barriers in Commercial Sector Programs: 
• Participation in diversion programs within the 

commercial sector and other commercially collected 
accounts remains low. Commercial on-site 
collection currently carries no incentives for 
recycling. The program relies heavily on voluntary 
participation. Commercial customers are charged a 
rate for recycling containers similar to that of solid 
waste containers. The lack of incentive reduces 
interest in source separating, and increases 
contamination of the recyclable commodities. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs additional time to negotiate with the 

franchised hauler to establish new rates, design 
commercial select routes, conduct educational 
outreach and implement waste-to-energy diversion. 

• 

• 

Commercial Sector 
Since the non-residential sector generates 64 percent 
of the waste stream, staff agrees that by targeting 
the commercial waste stream the City can see 
improved diversion. The City will need time to 
establish the correct commercial select routes that 
will minimize contamination and reach desirable 
diversion results. 
The City needed time to negotiate rate adjustments 
with the hauler, negotiate with the hauler for 
changes in container sizes, have the proposed 
changes approved by City Council and implement 
the changes 
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City of Yucaipa’s First Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Sector Programs: 
• The City of Yucaipa has experienced an extended 

period of residential and commercial growth that 
has out-paced the conversion factors and the 
projections contained in the SRRE.  

• Multi-family complexes and Mobile Home Parks 
are (MHP) currently served by bins. Curbside 
service in MHP's is often resisted because of the 
undesirable effects of having heavy collection 
trucks driving the privately owned streets in the 
MHP’s.  Apartment, condominium, and townhome 
complexes, along with mobile home parks, 
frequently do not have bin enclosures sized to 
accommodate both trash and recycle containers. 

• Over the past few years, City Council has elected to 
apply the annual rate increases only to the 60 and 90 
gallon customers to encourage the larger volume 
users to reduce their container size for economic 
reasons thus reducing solid waste generation. This 
approach has not produced the outcome expected. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs time to modify and track the results 

of changes to existing programs and the addition of 
new programs to the residential sector.  These 
programs will: educate the users about the changes 
in the services; add source separated manure 
collection for residents; add source separated 
greenwaste collection for residents; and make 
changes in collection routes and services in the 
commercial sector, including multi-family 
dwellings. 

Residential and Non-Residential Sector: 
• Staff agrees that because of the City’s significant 

growth, addressing the impacts of increased 
generation and disposal resulting from that growth 
is important. The City needs time to implement the 
proposed modifications to their residential services 
to increase diversion from the generators. 

• Implementing recycling cart services to residents in 
multifamily dwellings can present challenges like 
those described; however, staff agrees that there are 
ways to overcome those obstacles and the City will 
be addressing them in their Plan of Correction 

• It is reasonable that a lack of response by residents 
to rate increases in the larger trash containers has 
created a barrier to reducing disposal and staff 
supports the efforts of the City in their Plan of 
Correction to overcome the barrier through 
increased education. 

 
 

Barriers in Commercial Sector Programs: 
• Participation in diversion programs within the 

commercial sector and other commercially collected 
accounts remains low.  Commercial on-site 
collection currently carries no incentives for 
recycling.  The program relies heavily on voluntary 
participation.  Commercial customers are charged a 
rate for recycling containers similar to that of solid 
waste containers. The lack of incentive reduces 
interest in source separating, and increases 
contamination of the recyclable commodities. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs additional time to negotiate with the 

franchised hauler to establish new rates, design 
commercial select routes, conduct educational 
outreach and implement waste-to-energy diversion. 

Commercial Sector 
• Since the non-residential sector generates 64 percent 

of the waste stream, staff agrees that by targeting 
the commercial waste stream the City can see 
improved diversion. The City will need time to 
establish the correct commercial select routes that 
will minimize contamination and reach desirable 
diversion results. 

• The City needed time to negotiate rate adjustments 
with the hauler, negotiate with the hauler for 
changes in container sizes, have the proposed 
changes approved by City Council and implement 
the changes 
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Barriers in Construction and Demolition Program: 
• The City has a C&D diversion program, but there is 

not a C&D ordinance and staff does not have the 
power to deny occupancy if there is not diversion, if 
actual weight tickets are not provided to verify 
accurate diversion, or if allocation of diversion is 
not accurately reported. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs additional time to develop a C&D 

ordinance and present the ordinance for Council 
approval and implementation. 

Construction and Demolition 
The proposed ordinance will provide specific 
requirements that must be met in order to receive fmal 
approval on a permit. It also proposes that the generators 
of C&D will be required to use Yucaipa Disposal to haul 
and divert the C&D materials, or that self-hauled 
materials must be taken to a County landfill that has 
implemented a source separated program. Staff concurs 
that passing a C&D ordinance will give the City needed 
enforcement tools to strengthen its existing C&D 
diversion program efforts and improve diversion. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB - Residential Curbside Recycling 

The franchise hauler will modify the curbside bulky 
item pickup to isolate the divertable items from the 
disposal items. The program is intended to facilitate 
the collection of items too large to fit into the 
automated carts, to minimize contamination of 

Staff concurs the proposed changes to 
this existing program will be beneficial 
because they will improve the diversion 
of bulky materials that had previously 
been disposed. They will also provide 
the opportunity for source-separated 
recycling from trash that had previously 
not been available to residents. 

0.2 % 

recyclables, and misdirection of divertable items into 
the landfill. For multifamily dwellings, where feasible, 
recycling carts will be placed in enclosures to allow 
participation in the commingled recycling program. 
2030-RC-OSP - Commercial On-site Pickup 

The franchise hauler will implement a Select Load 
program for commercial customers that generate dry 
waste and uncontaminated recyclables. Their bins 
will be included in the commercial recycling routes. 
The Select Load bins will be re-evaluated frequently 
to ensure that if the waste characterization changes, 
they can be removed from the program with minimal 
contamination of the recyclable commodities. Direct 
contact with commercial customers will be used to 
encourage placement of recycle bins and commercial 
recycle barrels where space is limited. 

Staff supports the modification of the 
collection routes for clean, dry 
recyclables. This will improve diversion 
from the commercial sector and in 
addition, as the commercial sector 
continues to grow, the hauler can adjust 
the Select Load routes to add new 
generators of those clean recyclable 
material types. 

2.5 % 

2030-RC-COM 

Roll-off recycling will be expanded in two areas. 
Permanent accounts will be evaluated for content and 
the accounts that generate waste materials with non- 
contaminated divertable materials will be routed to the 
MRF for sorting. Temporary accounts will be 
evaluated on site, and will be routed to the appropriate 
recycling facility, MRF for sorting, or disposal site if 
necessary. 

By assessing the contents of each of the 
roll-off containers and by directing them 
to appropriate facilities for sorting, Staff 
believes that the City will see decreased 
disposal and improved diversion. As 
with the program for Select Load 
routing, this program will also be 
adaptable as the commercial sector 
grows. 

2 % 
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Barriers in Construction and Demolition Program: 
• The City has a C&D diversion program, but there is 

not a C&D ordinance and staff does not have the 
power to deny occupancy if there is not diversion, if 
actual weight tickets are not provided to verify 
accurate diversion, or if allocation of diversion is 
not accurately reported.  

 
Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs additional time to develop a C&D 

ordinance and present the ordinance for Council 
approval and implementation. 

Construction and Demolition 
The proposed ordinance will provide specific 
requirements that must be met in order to receive final 
approval on a permit. It also proposes that the generators 
of C&D will be required to use Yucaipa Disposal to haul 
and divert the C&D materials, or that self-hauled 
materials must be taken to a County landfill that has 
implemented a source separated program.  Staff concurs 
that passing a C&D ordinance will give the City needed 
enforcement tools to strengthen its existing C&D 
diversion program efforts and improve diversion. 

Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB - Residential Curbside Recycling 
 
The franchise hauler will modify the curbside bulky 
item pickup to isolate the divertable items from the 
disposal items. The program is intended to facilitate 
the collection of items too large to fit into the 
automated carts, to minimize contamination of 
recyclables, and misdirection of divertable items into 
the landfill. For multifamily dwellings, where feasible, 
recycling carts will be placed in enclosures to allow 
participation in the commingled recycling program. 

Staff concurs the proposed changes to 
this existing program will be beneficial 
because they will improve the diversion 
of bulky materials that had previously 
been disposed.  They will also provide 
the opportunity for source-separated 
recycling from trash that had previously 
not been available to residents. 

0.2 % 

2030-RC-OSP - Commercial On-site Pickup 
 
The franchise hauler will implement a Select Load 
program for commercial customers that generate dry 
waste and uncontaminated recyclables.  Their bins 
will be included in the commercial recycling routes.  
The Select Load bins will be re-evaluated frequently 
to ensure that if the waste characterization changes, 
they can be removed from the program with minimal 
contamination of the recyclable commodities. Direct 
contact with commercial customers will be used to 
encourage placement of recycle bins and commercial 
recycle barrels where space is limited. 
 

Staff supports the modification of the 
collection routes for clean, dry 
recyclables.  This will improve diversion 
from the commercial sector and in 
addition, as the commercial sector 
continues to grow, the hauler can adjust 
the Select Load routes to add new 
generators of those clean recyclable 
material types.  

2.5 % 

2030-RC-COM  
 
Roll-off  recycling will be expanded in two areas. 
Permanent accounts will be evaluated for content and 
the accounts that generate waste materials with non-
contaminated divertable materials will be routed to the 
MRF for sorting. Temporary accounts will be 
evaluated on site, and will be routed to the appropriate 
recycling facility, MRF for sorting, or disposal site if 
necessary. 

By assessing the contents of each of the 
roll-off containers and by directing them 
to appropriate facilities for sorting, Staff 
believes that the City will see decreased 
disposal and improved diversion. As 
with the program for Select Load 
routing, this program will also be 
adaptable as the commercial sector 
grows. 

2 % 
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3070-CM-OTH — Other 

The City has a substantial amount of horse property. 
Animal waste containers are offered, however, at a 
cost that is not attractive to horse owners. As a result, 
the manure is being placed in trash containers, and 
therefore landfilled. The City Council has approved a 
reduction in monthly rates for animal waste 
containers, and will allow the combination of 
greenwaste and animal waste in one barrel. 

Staff agrees this program will create an 
incentive for residents to divert the 
manure, resulting in improved diversion 
results and decreased disposal. 

2.5 % 

8000-TR-WTE 

The franchise hauler will utilize the Commerce 
Refuse-to-Energy facility for the diversion of 
qualified waste. Refuse-to-Energy facilities, and the 
clean generation of electrical power is a viable 
alternative to traditional solid waste management. 

Staff agrees that transformation will 
result in increased diversion. 

2 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 9.2 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 41 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.2 % 

Support Programs 
ill 

5010-ED-PRN Print Education 

Public education through newspaper, City website, 
fliers and newsletters. Utilizing printed media, 
information will be presented to announce new 
programs, and re-enforce participation in existing and 
expanded programs. 

Educational outreach is an important step in assuring the 
success of the City's programs. By educating the 
commercial and the residential sectors about the changes in 
the recycling programs, the City will see improved results 
and increased participation. 
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3070-CM-OTH – Other 
 
The City has a substantial amount of horse property.  
Animal waste containers are offered, however, at a 
cost that is not attractive to horse owners.  As a result, 
the manure is being placed in trash containers, and 
therefore landfilled.  The City Council has approved a 
reduction in monthly rates for animal waste 
containers, and will allow the combination of 
greenwaste and animal waste in one barrel.   

Staff agrees this program will create an 
incentive for residents to divert the 
manure, resulting in improved diversion 
results and decreased disposal. 

2.5 % 

8000-TR-WTE 
 
The franchise hauler will utilize the Commerce 
Refuse-to-Energy facility for the diversion of 
qualified waste.  Refuse-to-Energy facilities, and the 
clean generation of electrical power is a viable 
alternative to traditional solid waste management.   

Staff agrees that transformation will 
result in increased diversion. 

2 % 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 9.2 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 41 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50.2 % 

 
Support Programs  

5010-ED-PRN Print Education 
 
Public education through newspaper, City website, 
fliers and newsletters. Utilizing printed media, 
information will be presented to announce new 
programs, and re-enforce participation in existing and 
expanded programs.  

Educational outreach is an important step in assuring the 
success of the City’s programs. By educating the 
commercial and the residential sectors about the changes in 
the recycling programs, the City will see improved results 
and increased participation. 
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5020-ED-OUT Educational Outreach 
Staff agrees with the City's plan to conduct a variety of 

Public education through Chamber of Commerce, 
workshops, and personal visits to businesses. 

methods to reach out to the residents and the commercial 
sector. Conducting good outreach programs in advance of 

Targeting the commercial sector, representatives of changes to long-standing services, especially controversial 
the franchise hauler will participate in mixers and changes, will address challenges up-front and minimize the 
workshops to inform business owners and operators roadblocks to implementation of the new programs. This 
of their vital role in assisting the City in reaching the 
required minimum diversion goal. A more personal 

will improve desired outcomes of good participation, 
reduced contamination, and increased diversion. 

outreach will be made to businesses that are not 
members of local associations. 

City is working with the hauler to develop an 
educational outreach program for the residents to 
prepare them for the changes that will be taking place 
in the size of their trash containers. Over the past few 
years, City Council has elected to apply the annual 
rate increases only to the 60 and 90 gallon customers 
to encourage the larger volume users to reduce their 
container size for economic reasons thus reducing 
solid waste generation. This approach has not 
produced the outcome expected, so City Council has 
approved the elimination of the 90 gallon container. 
90 gallon customers will have their barrels replaced 
with 60 gallon barrels in January 2006. The outreach 
program will include visits to residents who believe 
that they cannot manage with a 60 gallon trash 
container to work with them to improve recycling 
efforts and determine the needs of the residents. 

The City will also provide educational outreach to 
residents about the new program converting to 
automated 60-gallon green waste containers from 
manual containers. 
6020-PI-ORD Ordinance The City currently has a C&D diversion program that 

encourages voluntary participation. Implementation of an 

Ordinances and Code Enforcement. Staff has ordinance will strengthen the ability of the City to require 

received approval from City Council that staff can participation and track results of diversion. Staff supports 

present to Council a draft Construction, Demolition 
and Inert Material ordinance. That ordinance will 
support the City's existing C&D program and the 
proposed ordinance is modeled after successful 
programs in use in other cities. The C&D ordinance 
will also be partially dependant on the source 
separation program implemented by the County at the 

the passage of a C&D ordinance. 

County's San Timoteo Landfill. 
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5020-ED-OUT Educational Outreach 
 
Public education through Chamber of Commerce, 
workshops, and personal visits to businesses. 
Targeting the commercial sector, representatives of 
the franchise hauler will participate in mixers and 
workshops to inform business owners and operators 
of their vital role in assisting the City in reaching the 
required minimum diversion goal.  A more personal 
outreach will be made to businesses that are not 
members of local associations. 
 
City is working with the hauler to develop an 
educational outreach program for the residents to 
prepare them for the changes that will be taking place 
in the size of their trash containers.  Over the past few 
years, City Council has elected to apply the annual 
rate increases only to the 60 and 90 gallon customers 
to encourage the larger volume users to reduce their 
container size for economic reasons thus reducing 
solid waste generation.  This approach has not 
produced the outcome expected, so City Council has 
approved the elimination of the 90 gallon container.  
90 gallon customers will have their barrels replaced 
with 60 gallon barrels in January 2006. The outreach 
program will include visits to residents who believe 
that they cannot manage with a 60 gallon trash 
container to work with them to improve recycling 
efforts and determine the needs of the residents. 
 
The City will also provide educational outreach to 
residents about the new program converting to 
automated 60-gallon green waste containers from 
manual containers. 

 
Staff agrees with the City’s plan to conduct a variety of 
methods to reach out to the residents and the commercial 
sector.  Conducting good outreach programs in advance of 
changes to long-standing services, especially controversial 
changes, will address challenges up-front and minimize the 
roadblocks to implementation of the new programs.  This 
will improve desired outcomes of good participation, 
reduced contamination, and increased diversion. 

6020-PI-ORD  Ordinance 
 
Ordinances and Code Enforcement. Staff has 
received approval from City Council that staff can 
present to Council a draft Construction, Demolition 
and Inert Material ordinance.  That ordinance will 
support the City's existing C&D program and the 
proposed ordinance is modeled after successful 
programs in use in other cities.  The C&D ordinance 
will also be partially dependant on the source 
separation program implemented by the County at the 
County's San Timoteo Landfill. 

The City currently has a C&D diversion program that 
encourages voluntary participation. Implementation of an 
ordinance will strengthen the ability of the City to require 
participation and track results of diversion.  Staff supports 
the passage of a C&D ordinance. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign ibis request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along will , any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, plea:..r call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mall completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board' 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, 111-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information In this document is true 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of.  

and correct to the best of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Yucaipa 

County 

Son Bernardino 

MRS ed ' Title 

(11. 

TYP: "nit Name of Person Signing 

John Tooker 

Date 

6/28/05 (909) 797-2489 

Person Completing This Form (please print Or type) 

Jennifer Shankland 

Title 

Director of General Services/City Clerk 

Phone 

(900)797-2489 

E-mail Address 

jshankIandrelyucalptnig 

Fax 

(909) 

Mailing Address 

34272 Yucaipa Boulevard 

City 

Yucaipa 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

92399 

TOTAL P.01 
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This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

A Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

0 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested 2004, 2005 _2003, 

Is this a second request? A No ❑ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 
 

1.  Eligibility  
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)?  

 No.   If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 
2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 
 

Please specify the request desired. 
 

   Time Extension Request 
 

Specific years requested _2003, 2004, 2005______________ 
 
Is this a second request?  No   Yes Specific years requested. _     ______________ 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

 
   Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

 
Specific ADR requested _     __________%, for the years_     _________. 
 
Is this a second ADR request?  No    Yes Specific ADR requested _     ____%, for the  
years _     _______ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

 
Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006.  An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City of Yucaipa was able to exceed the mandated 25% diversion rate through 1999. In 2000 the city reached a 
board approved 60%. For 2001 and 2002 despite declining diversion rates, the city was granted a Good Faith 
Effort. 

An extended period of residential and commercial growth has out-paced the conversion factors and the programs 
and projections contained in the SRRE. 

Multi-family complexes and Mobile Home Parks are currently served by bins. Curbside service in MHP's is often 
resisted because of the undesirable effects of having heavy collection trucks driving the privately owned streets 
in the park. Apartment, condominium, and townhome complexes along with mobile home parks frequently do 
not have bin enclosures sized to accommodate both trash and recycle containers. 

Commercial on-site collection currently carries no incentives for recycling. The program relies heavily on voluntary 
participation. Commercial customers are charged a rate for recycling containers similar to that of solid waste 
containers. The lack of incentive reduces interest in source separating, and increases contamination of the 
recyclable commodities. 

In 1995 with a board approved diversion rate of 38%, the City of Yucaipa had implemented 23 programs to manage 
diversion through Source Reduction, Recycling, Composting, Special Waste Handling, Public Education, Policy 
Incentives, and Facility Recovery. In the years 1999 through 2002, the city implemented 6 new programs, and 
made adjustments to several existing programs in an effort to keep pace with the residential and commercial 
growth. Despite these efforts, and disposal generation tonnages less than projections in the SRRE, diversion 
percentage has declined. 

Participation in diversion programs within the commercial sector. The focus of this application is to improve the 
commercial diversion and further enhance residential efforts: 

1. Commercial select load program implementation. 

2. Elimination of the 90-gallon trash container 

3. Convert to a 60-gallon automated green waste container. 

4. Roll-off recycling. 

5. Animal waste (manure) diversion. 

6. Transformation - Waste-to-Energy. 

7. Enhance the curbside bulky item pickup program. 

8. Develop a C & D Ordinance 

9. Educational Outreach efforts to support new and expanded programs. 

 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s progress in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 
1.   Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City of Yucaipa was able to exceed the mandated 25% diversion rate through 1999.  In 2000 the city reached a 
board approved 60%.  For 2001 and 2002 despite declining diversion rates, the city was granted a Good Faith 
Effort. 

An extended period of residential and commercial growth has out-paced the conversion factors and the programs 
and projections contained in the SRRE. 

Multi-family complexes and Mobile Home Parks are currently served by bins.  Curbside service in MHP's is often 
resisted because of the undesirable effects of having heavy collection trucks driving the privately owned streets 
in the park.  Apartment, condominium, and townhome complexes along with mobile home parks frequently do 
not have bin enclosures sized to accommodate both trash and recycle containers. 

Commercial on-site collection currently carries no incentives for recycling.  The program relies heavily on voluntary 
participation.  Commercial customers are charged a rate for recycling containers similar to that of solid waste 
containers.  The lack of incentive reduces interest in source separating, and increases contamination of the 
recyclable commodities. 

In 1995 with a board approved diversion rate of 38%, the City of Yucaipa had implemented 23 programs to manage 
diversion through Source Reduction, Recycling, Composting, Special Waste Handling, Public Education, Policy 
Incentives, and Facility Recovery.  In the years 1999 through 2002, the city implemented 6 new programs, and 
made adjustments to several existing programs in an effort to keep pace with the residential and commercial 
growth.  Despite these efforts, and disposal generation tonnages less than projections in the SRRE, diversion 
percentage has declined. 

Participation in diversion programs within the commercial sector.  The focus of this application is to improve the 
commercial diversion and further enhance residential efforts: 

1.  Commercial select load program implementation. 

2.  Elimination of the 90-gallon trash container 

3.  Convert to a 60-gallon automated green waste container. 

4.  Roll-off recycling. 

5.  Animal waste (manure) diversion. 

6.  Transformation - Waste-to-Energy. 

7.  Enhance the curbside bulky item pickup program. 

8.  Develop a C & D Ordinance 

9.  Educational Outreach efforts to support new and expanded programs.  
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2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City of Yucaipa is asking for the maximum allowable time extension to expand, enhance, and implement 
programs necessary to decrease disposal and increase the diversion rate, to develop a C&D ordinance, 
implement the programs, and to educate the public in the proper use of the available programs. Negotiations 
with the franchise hauler will be required to expand existing programs and implement new programs. City 
Council has approved the modifications and implementation of programs listed in this SB1066 TE. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The City of Yucaipa has implemented all of the programs identified in its SRRE and has, throughout the years, 
made changes to the programs to better serve the changing environment of the city. 

Yucaipa Disposal implemented manual residential recycling collection in 1986. 
Commingled residential recycling container size was increased to 32 gallon in 1995 
The franchise hauler implemented automated residential solid waste collection in 1996. 

Residential Curbside Automated Commingled Recycling collection was implemented in 2002. 
Unlimited residential greenwaste collection is provided at no additional cost. 

A Construction and Demolition application process was implemented in 2000. The program was expanded in 
to include requirements by City of Yucaipa Building and Safety. 

The City participates in: 
Zero Waste Community programs. 
California Beautiful. 
DOC Recycling Grants. 

County Source Separation at Landfill Sites. 

2001 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

 

 2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City of Yucaipa is asking for the maximum allowable time extension to expand, enhance, and implement 
programs necessary to decrease disposal and increase the diversion rate, to develop a C&D ordinance, 
implement the programs, and to educate the public in the proper use of the available programs.  Negotiations 
with the franchise hauler will be required to expand existing programs and implement new programs.  City 
Council has approved the modifications and implementation of programs listed in this SB1066 TE. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
. 
3.   Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The City of Yucaipa has implemented all of the programs identified in its SRRE and has, throughout the years, 
made changes to the programs to better serve the changing environment of the city. 
Yucaipa Disposal implemented manual residential recycling collection in 1986. 
Commingled residential recycling container size was increased to 32 gallon in 1995 
The franchise hauler implemented automated residential solid waste collection in 1996. 
Residential Curbside Automated Commingled Recycling collection was implemented in 2002. 
Unlimited residential greenwaste collection is provided at no additional cost. 
A Construction and Demolition application process was implemented in 2000.  The  program was expanded in 2001 
to include requirements by City of Yucaipa Building and Safety. 
The City participates in: 
Zero Waste Community programs. 
California Beautiful. 
DOC Recycling Grants. 
County Source Separation at Landfill Sites. 
 
4.   Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

 

 

Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s efforts in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

  

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 
 
      

3. Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

      

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 57 Non-residential % 43 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2000-RC-CRB Expand 

The franchise hauler currently offers curbside bulky item 
pickup. The program is intended to facilitate the 
collection of items too large to fit into the automated 
carts. The method of collection will be changed to isolate 
the divertable items from the disposal items. 
Improvements to the collection method will minimize the 
opportunity for contamination of recyclables, and 
misdirection of divertable items into the landfill. 

Where feasible, recycling carts will be placed in 
enclosures to allow participation in the comingled 
recycling program. 

Franchise 
Hauler 
Fees 

12/31/05 0.2% 

2030-RC-OSP New 

Commercial collection is currently routed for collection 
efficiency. The franchise hauler will implement a Select 
Load program to identify commercial customers whos 
waste characterization contains dry waste and 
uncontaminated recyclables. Bins identified for Select 
Load will be included in the commercial recycling routes. 
These Select Load bins will be re-evaluated frequently 
to ensure that if the waste characterization changes, 
they can be removed from the program with minimal 
contamination of the recyclable commodities. 

Direct contact with commercial customers will be used to 
encourage placement of recycle bins and commercial 
recycle barrels where space is limited. 

Franchise 
Hauler 
Fees 

12/31/05 2.5% 

2090-RC-OTH Expand 

Roll Off Recycling will be expanded in two areas. 
Permanent accounts will be evaluated for content. 
Accounts that generate waste materials with divertable 
materials not contaminated will be routed to the MRF for 
sorting. 
Temporary accounts will be evaluated on site, and will 
be routed to the appropriate recycling facility, MRF for 
sorting, or disposal site if necessary. 

Franchise 
Hauler 
Fees 

12/31/05 2.0% 

3070-CM-OTH New 

The City has a substantial amount of horse property. 
Animal waste containers are offered, however at a cost 
that is not attractive to horse owners. As a result, the 
manure is being placed in the trash containers, and is 
therefore landfilled. The City Council has approved a 
reduction in monthly rates, for animal waste containers. 
The City will now also allow greenwaste to be placed in 
the animal waste barrel because the processor for the 
animal waste can accept greenwaste. 

Franchise 
Hauler 
Fees 

12/31/05 2.5% 

8000-TR-WTE New 

The franchise hauler will utilize the Commerce Refuse-
to-Energy facility for the diversion of qualified waste. 
Refuse-to-Energy facilities, and the clean generation of 
electrical power is a viable alternative to traditional solid 
waste management. 

Franchise 
Hauler 
Fees 

12/31/05 2.0% 

 

 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 57 Non-residential % 43 

 
PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board’s 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
2000-RC-CRB 

 
 
Expand 

The franchise hauler currently offers curbside bulky item 
pickup. The program is intended to facilitate the 
collection of items too large to fit into the automated 
carts. The method of collection will be changed to isolate 
the divertable items from the disposal items.  
Improvements to the collection method will minimize the 
opportunity for contamination of recyclables, and 
misdirection of divertable items into the landfill. 
 
Where feasible, recycling carts will be placed in 
enclosures to allow participation in the  comingled 
recycling program.  

 
Franchise 
Hauler 
Fees 

 
12/31/05 

 
0.2% 

 
 
 
2030-RC-OSP 

 
 
 
New 

Commercial collection is currently routed for collection 
efficiency.  The franchise hauler will implement a Select 
Load program to identify commercial customers whos 
waste characterization contains dry waste and 
uncontaminated recyclables.  Bins identified for Select 
Load will be included in the commercial recycling routes.  
These Select Load bins will be re-evaluated frequently 
to ensure that if the waste characterization changes, 
they can be removed from the program with minimal 
contamination of the recyclable commodities. 
 
Direct contact with commercial customers will be used to 
encourage placement of recycle bins and commercial 
recycle barrels where space is limited. 

 
Franchise 
Hauler 
Fees 

 
12/31/05 

 
2.5% 

 
 
 
2090-RC-OTH 

 
 
 
Expand 

Roll Off Recycling will be expanded in two areas. 
Permanent accounts will be evaluated for content. 
Accounts that generate waste materials with divertable 
materials not contaminated will be routed to the MRF for 
sorting.    
Temporary accounts will be evaluated on site, and will 
be routed to the appropriate recycling facility, MRF for 
sorting, or disposal site if necessary. 

 
Franchise 
Hauler 
Fees 

 
12/31/05 

 
2.0% 

 
 
3070-CM-OTH 

 
 
New 

The City has a substantial amount of horse property.  
Animal waste containers are offered, however at a cost 
that is not attractive to horse owners.  As a result, the 
manure is being placed in the trash containers, and is 
therefore landfilled.  The City Council has approved a 
reduction in monthly rates, for animal waste containers.  
The City  will now also allow greenwaste to be placed in 
the animal waste barrel because the processor for the 
animal waste can accept greenwaste.   

 
Franchise 
Hauler 
Fees 

 
12/31/05 

 
2.5% 
 

 
 
8000-TR-WTE 

 
 
New 

The franchise hauler will utilize the Commerce Refuse-
to-Energy facility for the diversion of qualified waste.  
Refuse-to-Energy facilities, and the clean generation of 
electrical power is a viable alternative to traditional solid 
waste management.   

 
Franchise 
Hauler 
Fees 

 
12/31/05 

 
2.0% 
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• 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

9.2 % 
Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 41 % 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.2 % 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5010-ED-PRN Expand Public education through newspaper, City website, fliers and 
newsletters. Utilizing printed media, information will be presented 
to announce new programs, and reenforce participation in existing 
and expanded programs. 

12/31/05 

5020-ED-OUT Expand Public education through Chamber of Commerce, workshops, and 
personal visits to businesses. Targeting the commercial sector, 
representatives of the franchise hauler will participate in mixers 
and workshops to inform business owners and operators of their 
vital role in assisting the City in reaching the required minimum 
diversion goal. A more personal outreach will be made to 
businesses that are not members of local associations. 

12/31/05 

6020-PI-ORD 

2000-RC-CRB 

3000-CM-RCG 

NEW 

New 

New 

Ordinances and Code Enforcement. City Council has approved a 
Construction, Demolition and Inert Material diversion program that 
includes an ordinance. The ordinance is modeled after successful 
programs in use in other cities. The C&D Ordinance will be 
partially dependant on the source seperation program at the San 
Bernardino County San T. Landfill. 

City is working with the hauler to develop an educational outreach 
program for the residents to prepare them for the changes that will 
be taking place in the size of their trash containers. Over the past 
few years, City Council has elected to apply the annual rate 
increases only to the 60 and 90 gallon customers to encourage the 
larger volume users to reduce their container size for economic 
reasons thus reducing solid waste generation. This approach has 
not produced the outcome expected, so City Council has approved 
the elimination of the 90 gallon container. 90 gallon customers will 
have their barrels replaced with 60 gallon barrels in January 2006. 
The outreach program will include visitations to residents who 
believe that they cannot manage with a 60 gallon trash container 
to work with them to improve recycling efforts and determine the 
needs of the residents. 

The City will also provide educational outreach to residents about 
the new program convertomg to automated 60-gallon green waste 
containers from manual containers. 

12/31/05 

12/31/05 

12/31/05 

 

 
 
     

 
 
      

     . 
 

 
      

 
      
 

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
 
9.2 % 

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 41 % 

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.2 % 

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPANDED 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 
 
5010-ED-PRN 

 
Expand 

 
Public education through newspaper, City website, fliers and 
newsletters. Utilizing printed media, information will be presented 
to announce new programs, and reenforce participation in existing 
and expanded programs.  
 

 
12/31/05 

 
5020-ED-OUT 

 
Expand 

 
Public education through Chamber of Commerce, workshops, and 
personal visits to businesses. Targeting the commercial sector, 
representatives of the franchise hauler will participate in mixers 
and workshops to inform business owners and operators of their 
vital role in assisting the City in reaching the required minimum 
diversion goal.  A more personal outreach will be made to 
businesses that are not members of local associations.  

 
12/31/05 

 
6020-PI-ORD 
 
 
 
 
 
2000-RC-CRB 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3000-CM-RCG 

 
NEW 
 
 
 
 
 
New 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
New 

 
Ordinances and Code Enforcement.  City Council has approved a 
Construction, Demolition and Inert Material diversion program that 
includes an ordinance.  The ordinance is modeled after successful 
programs in use in other cities.  The C&D Ordinance will be 
partially dependant on the source seperation program at the San 
Bernardino County San T. Landfill. 
 
City is working with the hauler to develop an educational outreach 
program for the residents to prepare them for the changes that will 
be taking place in the size of their trash containers.  Over the past 
few years, City Council has elected to apply the annual rate 
increases only to the 60 and 90 gallon customers to encourage the 
larger volume users to reduce their container size for economic 
reasons thus reducing solid waste generation.  This approach has 
not produced the outcome expected, so City Council has approved 
the elimination of the 90 gallon container.  90 gallon customers will 
have their barrels replaced with 60 gallon barrels in January 2006. 
The outreach program will include visitations to residents who 
believe that they cannot manage with a 60 gallon trash container 
to work with them to improve recycling efforts and determine the 
needs of the residents. 
 
The City will also provide educational outreach to residents about 
the new program convertomg to automated 60-gallon green waste 
containers from manual containers. 

 
12/31/05 
 
 
 
 
 
12/31/05 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
12/31/05 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

 

Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

 
Residential %       Non-residential %       

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board’s Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG
Central/PARIS/Codes/
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
      

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report  
      

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  
      

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

 

 

Section V – PARIS 
Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction’s Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction’s PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions.  
 
Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board’s website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/. 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Yucaipa June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1020-SR-BWR N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1999 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 

1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 

SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 12 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Yucaipa June 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1020-SR-BWR N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1999 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Yucaipa June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3020-CM-COG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

4010-SP-SLG N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Wood Waste 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Yucaipa June 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3020-CM-COG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 4010-SP-SLG N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Wood Waste 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Yucaipa June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1999 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7030-FR-CMF Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year 

1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 

SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Yucaipa June 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 5000-ED-ELC N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1999 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7030-FR-CMF Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Yucaipa June 28,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-H H-CSC N Y 2000 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Yucaipa June 28,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N Y 2000 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-204 

Consideration Of The Application For An SB 1066 Time Extension By The City Of Yucaipa, 
San Bernardino County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Yucaipa (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
Yucaipa's SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Yucaipa (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required;  
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
Yucaipa’s SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
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Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 13 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Completion Of Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01, For The City Of 
McFarland, Kern County 
I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City of McFarland (City), in the final report submitted to the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board), has reported to the Board that they have successfully 
completed all of the requirements stipulated in Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01 as 
well as all of the objectives listed in their local assistance plan (LAP). Although the City 
was initially fined for failure to implement some tasks, they ultimately completed all 
tasks identified in the LAP by the due date set by the Board in the supplemental order. 
Board staff recently conducted site visits to the City on October 27, 2004, and February 
16, 2005, and found that the City has made significant progress toward meeting AB 939 
requirements. The Compliance Order requires the Board to hold a public hearing to 
determine if the City has complied with the requirements of the Order. This Board 
meeting is intended to constitute that public hearing. Staff has reviewed the City's status 
reports and implementation of their LAP, and believes the City has complied with the 
requirements in the Compliance Order. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
At the November 19-20, 2002, Board meeting, because the City's Petition for Rural 
Reduction (PFR) did not provide enough information for the Board to adequately justify 
its request, the Board disapproved the City's PFR, and allowed the City to submit a 
revised PFR within 30 days. A revised PFR was never submitted by the City. 

As a result of the 1999/2000 Biennial Review, the Board at its January 14-15, 2003 
meeting, issued Compliance Order IWMA BRO3-01 to the City for not sufficiently 
implementing the diversion programs identified in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE) and, for not meeting the fifty percent diversion requirement. Among 
other requirements, the Compliance Order specified that the City must agree to the LAP 
by June 30, 2003. 

On July 15, 2003, due to a major turnover in the City's administrative staff, including the 
City Manager and half of the City Council members, the City requested and the Board 
granted, additional time, until August 31, 2003, to complete its review and finalization of 
the Compliance Order work plan. On August 29, 2003, the City agreed to implement the 
tasks specified in the LAP by the due dates listed in the LAP. 

On July 13, 2004, because the City had failed to demonstrate a good faith effort to 
implement the majority of the specific tasks listed in the LAP, the Board imposed 
administrative penalties against the City of McFarland pursuant to Compliance Order 
BRO3-01. 
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Consideration Of The Completion Of Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01, For The City Of 
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The City of McFarland (City), in the final report submitted to the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board), has reported to the Board that they have successfully 
completed all of the requirements stipulated in Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01 as 
well as all of the objectives listed in their local assistance plan (LAP).  Although the City 
was initially fined for failure to implement some tasks, they ultimately completed all 
tasks identified in the LAP by the due date set by the Board in the supplemental order.  
Board staff recently conducted site visits to the City on October 27, 2004, and February 
16, 2005, and found that the City has made significant progress toward meeting AB 939 
requirements.  The Compliance Order requires the Board to hold a public hearing to 
determine if the City has complied with the requirements of the Order.  This Board 
meeting is intended to constitute that public hearing.  Staff has reviewed the City’s status 
reports and implementation of their LAP, and believes the City has complied with the 
requirements in the Compliance Order. 

 
II. ITEM HISTORY 

At the November 19-20, 2002, Board meeting, because the City’s Petition for Rural 
Reduction (PFR) did not provide enough information for the Board to adequately justify 
its request, the Board disapproved the City’s PFR, and allowed the City to submit a 
revised PFR within 30 days.  A revised PFR was never submitted by the City.   

 
As a result of the 1999/2000 Biennial Review, the Board at its January 14-15, 2003 
meeting, issued Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01 to the City for not sufficiently 
implementing the diversion programs identified in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE) and, for not meeting the fifty percent diversion requirement.  Among 
other requirements, the Compliance Order specified that the City must agree to the LAP 
by June 30, 2003.  
 
On July 15, 2003, due to a major turnover in the City’s administrative staff, including the 
City Manager and half of the City Council members, the City requested and the Board 
granted, additional time, until August 31, 2003, to complete its review and finalization of 
the Compliance Order work plan.  On August 29, 2003, the City agreed to implement the 
tasks specified in the LAP by the due dates listed in the LAP. 

 
On July 13, 2004, because the City had failed to demonstrate a good faith effort to 
implement the majority of the specific tasks listed in the LAP, the Board imposed 
administrative penalties against the City of McFarland pursuant to Compliance Order 
BR03-01. 
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III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 

1. End Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01. 
2. Modify the Compliance Order or direct staff to schedule a hearing to consider 

fines for failure of the City to meet the requirements of Compliance Order IWMA 
BRO3-01. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends the Board adopt option 1; and end Compliance Order IWMA 
BRO3-01. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
Background: 
The Board has the following general options regarding the consideration of completion 
Compliance Orders: 

• At the end of the time period specified in the Compliance Order, the Board shall 
hold a public hearing to determine whether or not the Jurisdiction has complied 
with the Order. At that hearing the Board has several options depending upon its 
determination of compliance. [PRC 41850(a), Standard Compliance Order section 
3.1] 

• If the Board determines that the jurisdiction has complied with the Compliance 
Order, the Board shall find that the Order has been completed and the jurisdiction 
will no longer be subject to potential penalties under that particular Order. 

• As set forth in standard language in the Compliance Order, if the Board 
determines that any report, plan, schedule, or other document submitted for 
approval pursuant to this Order fails to comply with the Order or fails to achieve 
successful implementation of the SRRE the Board may: 

1) Serve a notice that the Board will hold a public hearing to consider 
the imposition of penalties in accordance with PRC Section 41850, or 

2) Order the Jurisdiction to change the document (if there are major changes) 
as deemed necessary and approved the document as changed, or 

3) Return the document to the Jurisdiction with recommended changes (if 
there are minor changes) and a date by which the Jurisdiction must submit 
to the Board the document incorporating the recommended changes. 

[PRC 41850(a), Standard Compliance Order sections 3.1 and 3.6] 

Penalty Structure 

The Board may impose fines only after a jurisdiction fails to adhere to the Compliance 
Order and schedule requirements. Fines would be levied according to the cause of failure 
to adequately implement a SRRE and/or HHWE, as listed below. Staff will recommend 
to the Board an appropriate level of penalty, based on analysis of the above mentioned 
criteria. 

1) "Serious" failure includes jurisdictions that fail to implement their SRRE or 
HHWE without reason or justification. The fine recommended for this type of 
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violation would be no less than $5,000 and up to the maximum $10,000 per day. 

2) “Moderate” failure includes jurisdictions that fail to implement their SRRE or 
HHWE due to mitigating circumstances that have no bearing on natural disasters, 
budgetary constraints and work stoppages. Mitigating circumstances would be 
determined on a case-by-case basis by the Board. The fine recommended for this 
type of violation would be $1,000 to $5,000 per day. 

3) “Minor” failure includes jurisdictions that have implemented some or all 
programs, but have failed to meet the diversion requirements to some extent. 
Fines will be based on information provided by jurisdictions as outlined in the 
above criteria for implementation, and on statutory relief considerations. Fines, if 
determined to be appropriate, will be decided by the Board on a case-by-case 
basis, and would range from $1 to up to $1,000 per day. 

Notwithstanding the above penalty structure, if a jurisdiction demonstrates that it has 
made a good faith effort to implement its SRRE, including achieving the diversion 
requirements, the Board, on a case-by-case basis, shall not impose penalties. 

Removal of Penalties 

Jurisdictions may only be fined after failing to adhere to the compliance order and 
schedule.  Fines will continue until a jurisdiction has implemented the programs as 
outlined in the compliance order. 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions

The City is rural and located in the northern portion of Kern County in the central region 
of California.  The City is off of the Interstate 99, and just 26 miles north of Bakersfield.  
The City has a 1990 base-year.  Its waste stream is approximately 43 percent commercial 
and 57 percent residential.  The City has six schools, two motels, and three private 
prisons that total 1,325 beds.  The City has also implemented additional programs in 2004 
(Note: Attachment 1 lists program status through 2003). 

 

City of McFarland Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Steam Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 34 34 36 25 26 5.15* 10,700 43 57 
*ppd is for 2003.    
 

Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01 
 
The Board issued the City a Compliance Order at the January 14-15, 2003, Board 
meeting as a result of its 1999/2000 Biennial Review findings.  The Compliance Order 
required the City to: 
 
1) Work with the Office of Local Assistance (OLA) staff to determine gaps in program 

areas and make recommendations in improving, expanding, or implementing new 
diversion programs. 
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Local Assistance Plan 
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June 30, 2003, extended by the Board to August 31, 2003. 

staff has confirmed that the City has successfully met all of 
actively participating in a needs assessment meeting with 

LAP based on the City's gaps in program areas, agreeing to a 
program objectives before the extended due date, and 

on or before the quarterly report due dates that demonstrated 
all of programs specified in the LAP. 

that the City work with OLA staff to develop a LAP. 
assistance plan that included the programs identified in the 

implementation plan, including program tasks and 
the City to report quarterly on its progress in completing the 

Within the first two quarters of the LAP, Board staff identified 
were not being implemented by the City. Subsequently, on 

issued a penalty to the City for failure to make a good faith 
Following issuance of penalties, the City proceeded to 

identified in its LAP. 

the City's progress to date for each program listed in their LAP: 

The Compliance Order required 
The City signed a detailed 
table below, outlined a specific 
timeframes, and required 
various program tasks. 
that the majority of programs 
June 13, 2004, the Board 
effort to implement its LAP. 
implement all programs 

The following table summarizes 

Program Progress to Date 
Expand Drop-off Center Located at 
the Franchised Hauler's Corporation 
Yard to Accept the New Material 
Types: Mixed Paper and Cardboard. 

Site visits have confirmed that this program is fully implemented. Tonnages 
for mixed paper and cardboard were submitted. The City's Recycling 
Coordinator reported that signs listing acceptance of cardboard and mixed 
paper are present. Board staff has verified signage at site visits. 

Expand Promotion of the Buyback 
Center at the Palace Market and the 
Drop-Off Center at the Hauler's 
Corporation Yard 

Site visits have confirmed that this program has been fully implemented. 
The City and hauler regularly send Board staff the outreach materials 
(flyers, newspaper ads, evidence of direct contact), used to support this 
program. Outreach strategies are discussed with the City on an ongoing 
basis at site visits, via phone, and fax. The City has met with Aurora Rush 
(Outreach Coordinator, Kern County Waste Management Department), on 
several occasions, to discuss and implement outreach programs, including 
materials that Kern County can provide to the City and the best methods of 
dissemination for City produced outreach materials. In addition, the hauler 
has met with Ms. Rush to discuss outreach strategies. 

Implement a New Residential 
Curbside Greenwaste Collection 
Program 

Site visits have confirmed that this program has been fully implemented. 
The City has distributed 2,200 containers (one per household), and outreach 
materials to all residents. The program uses automated, weekly, collection 
in 60-gallon containers. The City visited, and continues to visit, customers 
door-to-door to explain this new service and to "red-tag" (resident receives a 
waste assessment and possible fine from the City), greenwaste cans that are 
severely contaminated. Greenwaste tonnage, highly effective outreach 
materials (flyers, newspaper ads, promotional items made from recycled-
content materials, evidence of direct contact), as well as relevant 
correspondence have been submitted to Board staff 
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2) Work with the OLA staff who will conduct a needs assessment meeting with the City 
and outline the scope of a LAP. 

3) Agree to the LAP by June 30, 2003, extended by the Board to August 31, 2003. 

 
The City has reported, and staff has confirmed that the City has successfully met all of 
the above requirements by actively participating in a needs assessment meeting with 
OLA staff to develop the LAP based on the City’s gaps in program areas, agreeing to a 
LAP with measurable diversion program objectives before the extended due date, and 
submitting quarterly reports on or before the quarterly report due dates that demonstrated 
successful implementation all of programs specified in the LAP. 
 
Local Assistance Plan 
 
The Compliance Order required that the City work with OLA staff to develop a LAP.  
The City signed a detailed assistance plan that included the programs identified in the 
table below, outlined a specific implementation plan, including program tasks and 
timeframes, and required the City to report quarterly on its progress in completing the 
various program tasks.  Within the first two quarters of the LAP, Board staff identified 
that the majority of programs were not being implemented by the City.  Subsequently, on 
June 13, 2004, the Board issued a penalty to the City for failure to make a good faith 
effort to implement its LAP. Following issuance of penalties, the City proceeded to 
implement all programs identified in its LAP.   
 

The following table summarizes the City’s progress to date for each program listed in their LAP: 
Program Progress to Date 
Expand Drop-off Center Located at 
the Franchised Hauler's Corporation 
Yard to Accept the New Material 
Types: Mixed Paper and Cardboard. 

Site visits have confirmed that this program is fully implemented.  Tonnages 
for mixed paper and cardboard were submitted.  The City's Recycling 
Coordinator reported that signs listing acceptance of cardboard and mixed 
paper are present.  Board staff has verified signage at site visits.  

Expand Promotion of the Buyback 
Center at the Palace Market and the 
Drop-Off Center at the Hauler's 
Corporation Yard 

Site visits have confirmed that this program has been fully implemented.  
The City and hauler regularly send Board staff the outreach materials 
(flyers, newspaper ads, evidence of direct contact), used to support this 
program.  Outreach strategies are discussed with the City on an ongoing 
basis at site visits, via phone, and fax.  The City has met with Aurora Rush 
(Outreach Coordinator, Kern County Waste Management Department), on 
several occasions, to discuss and implement outreach programs, including 
materials that Kern County can provide to the City and the best methods of 
dissemination for City produced outreach materials.  In addition, the hauler 
has met with Ms. Rush to discuss outreach strategies. 

Implement a New Residential 
Curbside Greenwaste Collection 
Program 

Site visits have confirmed that this program has been fully implemented.  
The City has distributed 2,200 containers (one per household), and outreach 
materials to all residents.  The program uses automated, weekly, collection 
in 60-gallon containers.  The City visited, and continues to visit, customers 
door-to-door to explain this new service and to "red-tag" (resident receives a 
waste assessment and possible fine from the City), greenwaste cans that are 
severely contaminated.  Greenwaste tonnage, highly effective outreach 
materials (flyers, newspaper ads, promotional items made from recycled-
content materials, evidence of direct contact), as well as relevant 
correspondence have been submitted to Board staff.  
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Implement Mandatory Commercial 
Collection of Recyclable Materials 
Program for all Businesses, 
Including Schools, and Specifically 
Target Cardboard Collection and 
Recovery 

Site visits have confirmed that this program has been fully implemented. 
Outreach strategies are discussed with the City on an ongoing basis at site 
visits, via phone, and fax. Five schools (out of six), and 15 businesses are 
currently being served by this program. The remaining school will be 
targeted via a new recycling services contract. A site visit has confirmed 
that all the businesses that could benefit from service receive it and are 
participating in the program. Tonnage and highly effective outreach 
materials (flyers, newspaper ads, evidence of direct contact), have been 
submitted to Board staff. 

Conduct business waste assessments 
for the City's largest waste 
generators, including the schools and 
school district, and provide waste 
diversion technical assistance 

Site visits have confirmed that this program has been fully implemented. 
The largest waste-generating businesses, including the school district and 
schools have received waste assessments to determine materials in the waste 
stream that can be diverted. Staff has verified that the City has and 
continues to provide program participation/implementation technical 
assistance to businesses by directly contacting them door-to-door. 

Expand the City's Electronic, 
Printed, and School Outreach 
Program, Including use of Those 
Materials Provided by Kern County 

This program has been fully implemented. Outreach strategies are discussed 
with the City on an ongoing basis at site visits, via phone, and fax. The City 
has met with Ms. Rush on several occasions, to discuss and implement 
outreach programs, including materials that Kern County can provide to the 
City and the best methods of dissemination for City produced outreach 
materials. Ms. Rush has staffed fair booths and visited schools to 
demonstrate and promote recycling. The City continues to submit all 
outreach materials to Board staff for review before being disseminated to 
citizens. Examples of effective outreach materials include: flyers, 
newspaper ads, promotional items made from recycled-content materials, 
and evidence of direct contact. The City's website is linked to other 
websites that provide recycling information. Staff has recommended that 
the City's website be updated with information about the new recycling 
services offered by the City's franchised hauler as they are implemented. 

Evaluate Residential Curbside 
Recycling and implement, if 
Necessary, to Meet the 50% 
Diversion Goal 

Site visits have confirmed that this program has been fully implemented. 
The City chose to implement this program by allowing two different haulers 
to implement pilot programs at 200 different residences within the City. 
Based upon the results of the pilot programs, the City has decided to expand 
this program citywide, and has sent out a Request for Proposals, due May 
31, 2005. The new program will use automated, weekly, collection in 64-
gallon carts. Pilot program tonnages, outreach materials, recycling services 
proposals, and relevant correspondence have been submitted to Board staff. 

Submitting Various Reports and 
Providing Documentation 

This program has been fully implemented. The City has been, and continues 
to be diligent in sending extensive LAP reports, program tonnages, copies of 
outreach materials, draft & fmal ordinances, relevant correspondence, and 
annual reports in a timely fashion. Staff and the City discuss program 
implementation details via phone or fax on a weekly basis. 

Status of Diversion Rate and 
Program Implementation 

This program has been fully implemented. Disposal data for 2004 has been 
submitted and strategies for meeting AB 939 goals after the City is no 
longer under the Compliance order have been discussed. Staff has worked 
with the City to develop the City's request for an Alternative Diversion 
Requirement that will be heard at today's Board Meeting. 

Board staff have reviewed all status reports regarding implementation of the LAP. Upon 
completion of the LAP, Board staff met with the City and reviewed all LAP program 
implementation, as well as tonnage reports provided to the Board, and believe the City 
has sufficiently implemented its LAP programs. However, because most of the programs 
weren't fully implemented until the fourth quarter of 2004, the diversion impact resulting 
from the implementation of those programs has not yet been realized in the City's 
diversion rate. 
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Implement Mandatory Commercial 
Collection of Recyclable Materials 
Program for all Businesses, 
Including Schools, and Specifically 
Target Cardboard Collection and 
Recovery 

Site visits have confirmed that this program has been fully implemented.  
Outreach strategies are discussed with the City on an ongoing basis at site 
visits, via phone, and fax.  Five schools (out of six), and 15 businesses are 
currently being served by this program.  The remaining school will be 
targeted via a new recycling services contract.  A site visit has confirmed 
that all the businesses that could benefit from service receive it and are 
participating in the program.  Tonnage and highly effective outreach 
materials (flyers, newspaper ads, evidence of direct contact), have been 
submitted to Board staff.  

Conduct business waste assessments 
for the City's largest waste 
generators, including the schools and 
school district, and provide waste 
diversion technical assistance 

Site visits have confirmed that this program has been fully implemented.   
The largest waste-generating businesses, including the school district and 
schools have received waste assessments to determine materials in the waste 
stream that can be diverted.  Staff has verified that the City has and 
continues to provide program participation/implementation technical 
assistance to businesses by directly contacting them door-to-door.   

Expand the City's Electronic, 
Printed, and School Outreach 
Program, Including use of Those 
Materials Provided by Kern County 

This program has been fully implemented.  Outreach strategies are discussed 
with the City on an ongoing basis at site visits, via phone, and fax.  The City 
has met with Ms. Rush on several occasions, to discuss and implement 
outreach programs, including materials that Kern County can provide to the 
City and the best methods of dissemination for City produced outreach 
materials.  Ms. Rush has staffed fair booths and visited schools to 
demonstrate and promote recycling.  The City continues to submit all 
outreach materials to Board staff for review before being disseminated to 
citizens.  Examples of effective outreach materials include: flyers, 
newspaper ads, promotional items made from recycled-content materials, 
and evidence of direct contact.  The City's website is linked to other 
websites that provide recycling information.  Staff has recommended that 
the City's website be updated with information about the new recycling 
services offered by the City’s franchised hauler as they are implemented.   

Evaluate Residential Curbside 
Recycling and implement, if 
Necessary, to Meet the 50% 
Diversion Goal 

Site visits have confirmed that this program has been fully implemented.   
The City chose to implement this program by allowing two different haulers 
to implement pilot programs at 200 different residences within the City.  
Based upon the results of the pilot programs, the City has decided to expand 
this program citywide, and has sent out a Request for Proposals, due May 
31, 2005.  The new program will use automated, weekly, collection in 64-
gallon carts.  Pilot program tonnages, outreach materials, recycling services 
proposals, and relevant correspondence have been submitted to Board staff.   

Submitting Various Reports and 
Providing Documentation 

This program has been fully implemented.  The City has been, and continues 
to be diligent in sending extensive LAP reports, program tonnages, copies of 
outreach materials, draft & final ordinances, relevant correspondence, and 
annual reports in a timely fashion.  Staff and the City discuss program 
implementation details via phone or fax on a weekly basis. 

Status of Diversion Rate and 
Program Implementation 

This program has been fully implemented.  Disposal data for 2004 has been 
submitted and strategies for meeting AB 939 goals after the City is no 
longer under the Compliance order have been discussed.  Staff has worked 
with the City to develop the City’s request for an Alternative Diversion 
Requirement that will be heard at today’s Board Meeting. 

 
Board staff have reviewed all status reports regarding implementation of the LAP. Upon 
completion of the LAP, Board staff met with the City and reviewed all LAP program 
implementation, as well as tonnage reports provided to the Board, and believe the City 
has sufficiently implemented its LAP programs. However, because most of the programs 
weren’t fully implemented until the fourth quarter of 2004, the diversion impact resulting 
from the implementation of those programs has not yet been realized in the City’s 
diversion rate.   
 
 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-13 
August 16-17, 2005 

In addition to the LAP program implementation, the City plans to continue its 
implementation efforts by expanding its pilot curbside program citywide. The City has 
issued a Request For Proposal for expanded recycling services and expects to have this 
expansion finalized by the end of this year. Based on these fmdings, Board staff believe 
that the City has complied with the requirements of the Compliance Order. 

B. Environmental Issues 
According to the jurisdictional representative, there are no environmental justice 
issues related to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City to refine and maintain diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the completion of the City's Compliance Order will enable the City to 
continue to focus on refining and maintaining its diversion programs, instead of 
quarterly reporting, and will help to ensure progress in meeting their diversion goals, 
and provide cost-effective recycling services to the City's residents and businesses. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
N/A 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41331 that requires a City to submit data on quantities of waste generated, diverted 
and disposed that are as accurate as possible. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for McFarland 

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 
American % Asian % Pacific 

Islander % Other 

10.2 85.6 2.8 0.3 0.6 0.1 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for McFarland* 
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

24,821 32,542 35.2 
*Per Household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. 
According to the jurisdictional representative, 
issues related to this item. 
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. 
City's outreach program provides promotion 
program services to both the residential and 
by utilizing brochures, flyers, newspaper articles, 
visits, and give-aways. All outreach is bilingual. 
brochures with pictures and symbols to provide 

there are 

of waste reduction 
commercial 

no environmental justice 

and recycling 
sectors (including schools), 
assistance/contact via site 

also prints colorful 
instructions. Additional 

direct 
The City 

universal 
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In addition to the LAP program implementation, the City plans to continue its 
implementation efforts by expanding its pilot curbside program citywide.  The City has 
issued a Request For Proposal for expanded recycling services and expects to have this 
expansion finalized by the end of this year. Based on these findings, Board staff believe 
that the City has complied with the requirements of the Compliance Order.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

According to the jurisdictional representative, there are no environmental justice 
issues related to this item. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
      Allowing the City to refine and maintain diversion programs will help to increase                    
bbbwaste diversion, both locally and statewide.   
 
D. Stakeholder Impacts 

Approving the completion of the City’s Compliance Order will enable the City to 
continue to focus on refining and maintaining its diversion programs, instead of 
quarterly reporting, and will help to ensure progress in meeting their diversion goals, 
and provide cost-effective recycling services to the City’s residents and businesses. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
N/A 
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41331 that requires a City to submit data on quantities of waste generated, diverted 
and disposed that are as accurate as possible. 

 
G. Environmental Justice 

Community Setting. 
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for McFarland  

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 
American % Asian % Pacific 

Islander % Other 

10.2 85.6 2.8 0.3 0.6 0.1 0.2 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for McFarland*  
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

24,821 32,542 35.2 
*Per Household  

 
• Environmental Justice Issues. 
According to the jurisdictional representative, there are no environmental justice 
issues related to this item. 
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  
City's outreach program provides promotion of waste reduction and recycling 
program services to both the residential and commercial sectors (including schools), 
by utilizing brochures, flyers, newspaper articles, direct assistance/contact via site 
visits, and give-aways.  All outreach is bilingual.  The City also prints colorful 
brochures with pictures and symbols to provide universal instructions.  Additional 
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outreach includes staffing educational booths at special community events (fairs, 
festivals, parades, etc.) with bilingual employees. Staff has confirmed that the City's 
Recycling Coordinator provides free waste assessments to all major businesses and 
residents. 
• Project Benefits. 
Removal of the City from compliance will allow the City to focus on implementing 
and fine-tuning the new and expanded programs specified in their Goal Achievement 
Plan. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City's efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
N/A 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Program Listing for the City of McFarland 
2.  Compliance Order IWMA BRO3-01 for the City of McFarland 
3. Resolution Number 2005-205 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Nikki Mizwinski Phone: (916) 341-6271 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 

A. Support 
1. The City of McFarland 

B. Opposition 
1. No known opposition 
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outreach includes staffing educational booths at special community events (fairs, 
festivals, parades, etc.) with bilingual employees.  Staff has confirmed that the City’s 
Recycling Coordinator provides free waste assessments to all major businesses and 
residents. 
• Project Benefits.   
Removal of the City from compliance will allow the City to focus on implementing 
and fine-tuning the new and expanded programs specified in their Goal Achievement 
Plan. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  

 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
N/A 

 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Program Listing for the City of McFarland  
2. Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01 for the City of McFarland 
3. Resolution Number 2005-205 

 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Nikki Mizwinski Phone: (916) 341-6271  
B. Legal Staff:  Elliot Block Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A 

 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
1. The City of McFarland 

B. Opposition 
1.  No known opposition   
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mcfarland June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D 99 DE 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mcfarland June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D  99 DE 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
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callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mcfarland June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO D 99 DE 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mcfarland June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO D  99 DE 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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callen
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callen
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mcfarland June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

3050-CM-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Composting Programs 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO PF PF 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mcfarland June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 3050-CM-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Composting Programs 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO PF  PF 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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callen
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mcfarland June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
MRF 

7020-FR-TST N Y 1997 PF 1 PF 1 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mcfarland June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 MRF 

 7020-FR-TST N Y 1997 PF 1 PF 1 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mcfarland June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

In the Matter of: ) Tracking No: IWMA BRO3-01 
) 
) 

City of McFarland ) COMPLIANCE ORDER 
County of Kern ) 

) 
) Public Resources Code 

Jurisdiction ) Section 41825 

INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Parties: The California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) issues this Compliance 

Order (Order) to the City of McFarland (City), County of Kern. 

1.2 Authority: Section 41825 of the Public Resources Code (PRC) requires the Board to review 

implementation of each Jurisdiction's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) and 

Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE), at least once every two years; this Biennial 

Review is the Board's independent evaluation of a Jurisdiction's progress in implementing the 

SRRE and HHWE selected programs and reaching the diversion requirements of PRC Section 

41780. If a Jurisdiction is not meeting the mandates of the Integrated Waste Management Act 

(IWMA), the Board may issue a compliance order and schedule (PRC Section 41825). Fines 

of up to $10,000 per day may be levied if the provisions of the compliance order and schedule 

are not met (PRC Section 41850). 

1.3 " Sections 41033 and 41333 ofthe PRC, respectively, provide that any waste characterization 

component prepared by a Jurisdiction pursuant to Sections 41030 or 41330, and any other 

information submitted by a Jurisdiction to the Board on the quantities of solid waste 
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plans, schedules, or any other documents submitted by the Jurisdiction shall be considered to 

be Board approvals. 

3.5 Board Review and Approval: If the Board determines that any report, plan, schedule, or other 

document submitted for approval pursuant to this Order fails to comply with the Order or fails 

to achieve successful implementation of the SRRE, the Board or its designee may: 

a. Serve a notice that the Board will hold a public hearing to consider the imposition of 

penalties in accordance with PRC Section 41850, or 

b. Order the Jurisdiction to change the document (if there are major changes) as deemed 

necessary and approve the document as changed, or 

c. Return the document to the Jurisdiction with recommended changes (if there are minor 

changes) and a date by which the Jurisdiction must submit to the Board the document 

incorporating the recommended changes. 

3.6 Compliance with Applicable Laws: The Jurisdiction shall carry out this Order in compliance 

with all Local, State, and Federal requirements, including but not limited to requirements to 

obtain necessary permits. 

3.7 Liability: Nothing in this Order shall constitute or be construed as a satisfaction or release 

from liability for any conditions or claims arising as a result of past, current, or future 

operations of the Jurisdiction. 

3,3 Government Liabilities: The State of California and the Board shall not be liable for injuries 

or damages to persons or property resulting from acts or omissions in carrying out activities 

pursuant to this Order, nor shall the State of California be held as a party to any contract 

entered into by the Jurisdiction or its agents in carrying out activities pursuant to the Order. 
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The Jurisdiction shall indemnify, defend and save harmless the State, its officers, agents, and 

employees from any and all claims and losses accruing or resulting in connection with the 

performance of this Order. 

3.9 Extension Request:. If the Jurisdiction is unable to perform any activity or submit any 

document within the time required under this Order, the Jurisdiction may, prior to expiration 

of the time, request an extension of time in writing. The extension request shall include a 

justification for the delay. 

3.10 Extension Approvals: If the Board or its designee determines that good cause exists for an 

extension, it will grant the request and specify in writing a new compliance schedule. 

3.11 Parties Bound: This Order shall apply to and be binding upon the Jurisdiction and upon the 

Board and any successor agency (regional agency etc.) that may have responsibility for, and 

the Jurisdiction over, the subject matter of this Order. 

Eh II ECTIVE DATE 

4.1. This Order is final and effective from the date of issuance. 

Date of Issuance 75-0..nuc...--j lq,a0.33 

0-/Asedifra-Padrat; ora.,..4) 

Linda Moulton-Patterson, Chair ' 
California Integrated Waste Management Board 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-205 

Consideration Of The Completion Of Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01, For The City Of 
McFarland, Kern County 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) to review each City, County, and Regional Agency's Source 
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) and Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) 
at least every two years; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41825 provides that if the Board finds that the City, County, or 
Regional Agency has failed to implement its SRRE or HHWE, the Board shall issue an order of 
compliance with a specific schedule for achieving compliance that shall include those conditions 
which the Board determines to be necessary for the jurisdiction to complete in order to 
implement its SRRE or HHWE; and 

WHEREAS, based upon the 1999/2000 Biennial Review of the City of McFarland's SRRE, the 
Board issued Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01 to the City of McFarland; and 

WHEREAS, the Compliance Order required the City and Board staff to work to determine gaps 
in program areas, make recommendations in approving, expanding, or implementing new 
diversion programs, conduct a needs assessment meeting with the City, outline the scope of a 
Local Assistance Plan (LAP) and agree to the LAP by June 30, 2003, which was extended to 
August 31, 2003; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff and the City conducted a needs assessment meeting on March 25, 
2003, and the City agreed to the LAP on August 29, 2003; and 

WHEREAS, the City was issued a penalty on July 13, 2004, for failure to implement programs 
outlined in the LAP by the specified due dates, and an Order that required the City to implement 
all programs in the LAP by December 31, 2004 or be subject to additional penalties; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41850(a) requires the Board to hold a public hearing to determine 
whether or not the jurisdiction has complied with the order; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the City of McFarland has complied with the 
Compliance Order and has satisfactorily implemented all programs identified in the LAP; and 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-205 
Consideration Of The Completion Of Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01, For The City Of 
McFarland, Kern County  
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the California Integrated 
Waste Management Board (Board) to review each City, County, and Regional Agency’s Source 
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) and Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) 
at least every two years; and 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Section 41825 provides that if the Board finds that the City, County, or 
Regional Agency has failed to implement its SRRE or HHWE, the Board shall issue an order of 
compliance with a specific schedule for achieving compliance that shall include those conditions 
which the Board determines to be necessary for the jurisdiction to complete in order to 
implement its SRRE or HHWE; and 
 
WHEREAS, based upon the 1999/2000 Biennial Review of the City of McFarland’s SRRE, the 
Board issued Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01 to the City of McFarland; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Compliance Order required the City and Board staff to work to determine gaps 
in program areas, make recommendations in approving, expanding, or implementing new 
diversion programs, conduct a needs assessment meeting with the City, outline the scope of a 
Local Assistance Plan (LAP) and agree to the LAP by June 30, 2003, which was extended to 
August 31, 2003; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff and the City conducted a needs assessment meeting on March 25, 
2003, and the City agreed to the LAP on August 29, 2003; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City was issued a penalty on July 13, 2004, for failure to implement programs 
outlined in the LAP by the specified due dates, and an Order that required the City to implement 
all programs in the LAP by December 31, 2004 or be subject to additional penalties; and 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Section 41850(a) requires the Board to hold a public hearing to determine 
whether or not the jurisdiction has complied with the order; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the City of McFarland has complied with the 
Compliance Order and has satisfactorily implemented all programs identified in the LAP; and 

 

(over) 
 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED the Board determines the City of 
McFarland's Compliance Order has been completed and the City of McFarland will no longer 
subject to potential penalties under that particular Order. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 

be 

Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 

Executive Director 

of a 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED the Board determines the City of 
McFarland’s Compliance Order has been completed and the City of McFarland will no longer be 
subject to potential penalties under that particular Order. 
 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 14 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement By The 
City Of McFarland, Kern County 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of McFarland (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) request for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff 
review indicates that while the City has been implementing the source reduction, 
recycling, composting, special waste, public education, policy incentives, facility 
recovery, and transformation programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE) and compliance order, it has been unable to reach a 50 percent diversion 
rate using the existing base year. The City does believe it can achieve a higher rate of 
38.5 percent if given the additional time to implement the programs listed in its Goal 
Achievement Plan. The City currently has a 36 percent diversion rate for 2001, 25 
percent for 2002, and 26 percent for 2003. Two percent of the 2003 diversion rate is 
from biomass credit. The City is requesting to be granted an ADR of 38.5 percent 
diversion through the year 2005. The City also plans to conduct a new base year 
generation study which it believes will more accurately determine the City's diversion 
rate. Staff's analysis of the City's ADR request indicates the request is reasonable, given 
the City's waste stream. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
At the November 19-20, 2002, Board meeting, because the City's Petition for Rural 
Reduction (PFR) did not provide enough information for the Board to adequately justify 
its request, the Board disapproved the City's PFR, and allowed the City to submit a 
revised PFR within 30 days. A revised PFR was never submitted by the City. 

As a result of the 1999/2000 Biennial Review, the Board at its January 14-15, 2003 
meeting, issued Compliance Order IWMA BRO3-01 to the City for not sufficiently 
implementing the diversion programs identified in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE) and, for not meeting the fifty percent diversion requirement. Among 
other requirements, the Compliance Order specified that the City must agree to the LAP 
by June 30, 2003. 

On July 13-14, 2004, because the City had failed to implement specific tasks listed in the 
LAP, the Board imposed administrative penalties against the City of McFarland pursuant 
to Compliance Order BRO3-01. 

Because the City has satisfactorily implemented all programs identified in its Compliance 
Order's LAP and are now planning to further expand its program implementation, 
concurrently, at this meeting, Board staff are taking forward an agenda item 
recommending completion of the City's Compliance Order. 
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I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of McFarland (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) request for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff 
review indicates that while the City has been implementing the source reduction, 
recycling, composting, special waste, public education, policy incentives, facility 
recovery, and transformation programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE) and compliance order, it has been unable to reach a 50 percent diversion 
rate using the existing base year.  The City does believe it can achieve a higher rate of 
38.5 percent if given the additional time to implement the programs listed in its Goal 
Achievement Plan.  The City currently has a 36 percent diversion rate for 2001, 25 
percent for 2002, and 26 percent for 2003.  Two percent of the 2003 diversion rate is 
from biomass credit.  The City is requesting to be granted an ADR of 38.5 percent 
diversion through the year 2005.  The City also plans to conduct a new base year 
generation study which it believes will more accurately determine the City’s diversion 
rate.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s ADR request indicates the request is reasonable, given 
the City’s waste stream. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
At the November 19-20, 2002, Board meeting, because the City’s Petition for Rural 
Reduction (PFR) did not provide enough information for the Board to adequately justify 
its request, the Board disapproved the City’s PFR, and allowed the City to submit a 
revised PFR within 30 days.  A revised PFR was never submitted by the City.   
 
As a result of the 1999/2000 Biennial Review, the Board at its January 14-15, 2003 
meeting, issued Compliance Order IWMA BR03-01 to the City for not sufficiently 
implementing the diversion programs identified in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE) and, for not meeting the fifty percent diversion requirement.  Among 
other requirements, the Compliance Order specified that the City must agree to the LAP 
by June 30, 2003.  
 
On July 13-14, 2004, because the City had failed to implement specific tasks listed in the 
LAP, the Board imposed administrative penalties against the City of McFarland pursuant 
to Compliance Order BR03-01. 
 
Because the City has satisfactorily implemented all programs identified in its Compliance 
Order’s LAP and are now planning to further expand its program implementation, 
concurrently, at this meeting, Board staff are taking forward an agenda item 
recommending completion of the City’s Compliance Order. 
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III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an alternative to 

the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes 
the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful 
and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to 
revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence 
the process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval can not be addressed by a revised application. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as 
submitted for an alternative to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions, or alternative diversion rates, to meeting the 
50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions or 
alternative diversion rate may be effective beyond January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 
41820). The Board may initially grant an ADR to the 2000 diversion requirement of 
50 percent for up to three years if the following conditions are met: 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted for an alternative to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
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41820).  The Board may initially grant an ADR to the 2000 diversion requirement of 
50 percent for up to three years if the following conditions are met: 
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• The jurisdiction has 
• The Board fmds that 

the programs identified 
meeting the ADR 
unable to meet the 
measures; 

• The ADR represents 
reasonably and feasibly 

• If the jurisdiction has 
explanation in its 

• The jurisdiction submits 
ADR within the time 
it will expand or start 
of funding. 

PRC Section 41785(g) (1) 

"(1) When considering 
composting requirement, 
implementation of alternative 
(2) Nothing in this section 
an alternative requirement. 
(3) If the board disapproves 
specify its reasons for 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 

submitted all required planning elements; 
the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

in its SRRE and has demonstrated progress toward 
as described in its Annual Report, and the jurisdiction has been 
50 percent diversion requirement despite implementing those 

the greatest diversion amount that the jurisdiction may 
achieve; 

not previously requested a time extension it has provided an 
ADR request as to why it has not requested a time extension; 

a Goal Achievement Plan showing how it will meet the 
frame requested; specifically, a description of: the programs 
implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 

(b) further provides that: 

a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, and 
the board may make specific recommendations for the 

programs. 
shall preclude the board from disapproving any request for 

a request for an alternative requirement, the board shall 
the disapproval." 

the information below. Staffs analysis is based upon 

Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
Base Year: 1990 

City of McFarland Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Steam Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per 
day (ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 34 34 36 25 26 5.15* 10,700 43 57 
*ppd is for 2003. 

of 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date 

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/05 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report 

14.5 % 

City's geographic location: The City is rural and located in the northern portion of Kern County 
in the central region of California. The City is off of the Interstate 99, and just 26 miles north 
Bakersfield. 
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• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE and has demonstrated progress toward 
meeting the ADR as described in its Annual Report, and the jurisdiction has been 
unable to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement despite implementing those 
measures; 

• The ADR represents the greatest diversion amount that the jurisdiction may 
reasonably and feasibly achieve; 

• If the jurisdiction has not previously requested a time extension it has provided an 
explanation in its ADR request as to why it has not requested a time extension; 

• The jurisdiction submits a Goal Achievement Plan showing how it will meet the 
ADR within the time frame requested; specifically, a description of: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

 
PRC Section 41785(g) (1) (b) further provides that: 

 
“(1) When considering a request for an alternative source reduction, recycling, and 
composting requirement, the board may make specific recommendations for the 
implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request for 
an alternative requirement. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an alternative requirement, the board shall 
specify its reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
Base Year: 1990 

City of McFarland Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Steam Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per 
day (ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 34 34 36 25 26 5.15* 10,700 43 57 
*ppd is for 2003.    
 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date                    

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

             Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

      12/31/05        2005 Interim Report 
Final Report 

14.5 % 

 
City’s geographic location: The City is rural and located in the northern portion of Kern County 
in the central region of California.  The City is off of the Interstate 99, and just 26 miles north of 
Bakersfield. 
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Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application: 
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, 

and the jurisdiction's explanation as to why additional time is necessary for 
meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in 

the Goal Achievement Plan (Section W-B of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application); 

• Staffs analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the 
jurisdiction's waste stream. 

Goal Achievement Plan: 
A jurisdiction's SB1066 ADR request must include a Goal Achievement Plan that: 

a. demonstrates meeting the ADR requested; 
b. describes and identifies the existing source reduction, recycling, and composting 

programs the City will expand, or new programs it will implement, to support the 
City's efforts to achieve the ADR; 

c. identifies the funding source for new and/or expanded programs; 
d. identifies the date when each program's implementation will be complete; 
e. identifies the estimated percent diversion for each program listed. 

The jurisdiction's Goal Achievement Plan meets the above requirements. Board staff has 
also conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction's current program implementation, 
including a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the 
relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, 
Board staff believes the jurisdiction's proposed new Goal Achievement Plan to be 
reasonable. The jurisdiction's request and staffs analyses are explained in the 
attachment matrix (Attachments 1) for the jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved 
Alternative Diversion Requirement is required to include a summary of its progress in 
complying with its Goal Achievement Plan in each annual report that is due prior to the 
end of the time extension [per PRC Section 41821(b)(6)]. Because the next Annual 
Report will be due shortly after the end of the extension period, staff recommends the 
jurisdiction be required to submit an interim progress report, and then a final report as 
part of the next Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested Alternative Diversion 
Requirement because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41785; specifically: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs identified 

in its SRRE. 
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Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement Application:  
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, 

and the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for 
meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in 

the Goal Achievement Plan (Section IV-B of the SB1066 Time Extension 
application); 

• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the 
jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Goal Achievement Plan: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 ADR request must include a Goal Achievement Plan that: 
     a.   demonstrates meeting the ADR requested; 
     b.   describes and identifies the existing source reduction, recycling, and composting 

programs the City will expand, or new programs it will implement, to support the 
City’s efforts to achieve the ADR; 

     c.   identifies the funding source for new and/or expanded programs; 
     d.   identifies the date when each program’s implementation will be complete; 

e.  identifies the estimated percent diversion for each program listed. 
 
The jurisdiction’s Goal Achievement Plan meets the above requirements.  Board staff has 
also conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, 
including a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the 
relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, 
Board staff believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Goal Achievement Plan to be 
reasonable.  The jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the 
attachment matrix (Attachments 1) for the jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved 
Alternative Diversion Requirement is required to include a summary of its progress in 
complying with its Goal Achievement Plan in each annual report that is due prior to the 
end of the time extension [per PRC Section 41821(b)(6)].  Because the next Annual 
Report will be due shortly after the end of the extension period, staff recommends the 
jurisdiction be required to submit an interim progress report, and then a final report as 
part of the next Annual Report. 
 
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested Alternative Diversion 
Requirement because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41785; specifically: 

 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs identified 

in its SRRE. 
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• The jurisdiction has submitted a Goal Achievement Plan demonstrating that it will 
meet the alternative diversion requirement requested, including: the programs that it 
will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, the estimated percent 
diversion for each program, and the means of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the City’s SRRE implemented diversion programs is provided in 
Attachment 3.  Because of the City’s efforts to-date and its plans for expanding those 
efforts to reach the alternative diversion requirement as outlined in its Goal Achievement 
Plan, staff is recommending approval of the City’s alternative diversion requirement 
application.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions that have not achieved the diversion requirement to 
petition for one or more time extensions, or alternative diversion rates, to meeting the 
50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions or 
alternative diversion rate may be effective beyond January 1, 2006.  It also allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension for up to three years. 

 
G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   

2000 Census Data – Demographics for McFarland  

% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 
American % Asian % Pacific 

Islander % Other 

10.2 85.6 2.8 0.3 0.6 0.1 0.2 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for McFarland*  
Median annual income** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

24,821 32,542 35.2 
*Per Household  
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• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional representative, there 
are no environmental justice issues in this community 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. City's outreach program provides 
promotion of waste reduction and recycling program services to both the residential and 
commercial sectors (including schools), by utilizing brochures, flyers, newspaper articles, 
direct assistance/contact via site visits, and give-aways. All outreach is bilingual. The 
City also prints colorful brochures with pictures and symbols to provide universal 
instructions. Additional outreach includes staffing educational booths at special 
community events (fairs, festivals, parades, etc.) with bilingual employees. Staff has 
confirmed that the City's Recycling Coordinator provides free waste assessments to all 
major businesses and residents. 

• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the 
additional programs listed in this item will help to increase the City's diversion rates. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' ability 
to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) (Assess and 
assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce disposal, taking 
corrective action as needed) by assessing the City's efforts to implement programs and 
reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction to 
minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff's continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Alternative Diversion Requirement Matrix for the City of McFarland 
2. Alternative Diversion Requirement Application for the City of McFarland 
3. Program Listing for the City of McFarland 
4. Resolution Number 2005-206 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Nikki Mizwinski Phone: (916) 341-6271 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: NA Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 
City of McFarland. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, there 
are no environmental justice issues in this community. 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  City's outreach program provides 
promotion of waste reduction and recycling program services to both the residential and 
commercial sectors (including schools), by utilizing brochures, flyers, newspaper articles, 
direct assistance/contact via site visits, and give-aways.  All outreach is bilingual.  The 
City also prints colorful brochures with pictures and symbols to provide universal 
instructions.  Additional outreach includes staffing educational booths at special 
community events (fairs, festivals, parades, etc.) with bilingual employees.  Staff has 
confirmed that the City’s Recycling Coordinator provides free waste assessments to all 
major businesses and residents. 

• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the 
additional programs listed in this item will help to increase the City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ ability 
to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) (Assess and 
assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce disposal, taking 
corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to implement programs and 
reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction to 
minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Alternative Diversion Requirement Matrix for the City of McFarland 
2. Alternative Diversion Requirement Application for the City of McFarland 
3. Program Listing for the City of McFarland 
4. Resolution Number 2005-206 

 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Nikki Mizwinski                Phone:  (916) 341-6271 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 

 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 
City of McFarland.  
  
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of McFarland First Alternative Diversion Requirement Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Curbside Expansion to 
include all 2,200 households program: 
• Substantial delays in program implementation were 

due to miscommunications related to negotiating 
and fmalizing a new Request for Proposals (RFP) 
for recycling services. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs the extra time to select a winning 

proposal from those submitted as a result of the 
RFP, purchase the containers, plan & execute a 
media kick-off outreach campaign, implement, 
monitor, and fine-tune the program. 

Residential Curbside Expansion: 
• The Local Assistance Plan (LAP) specified that the 

City determine whether this program was needed to 
meet the 50% goal. The City did this by allowing 
two pilot programs to operate. With the success of 
the pilot programs, the City decided to expand the 
program Citywide and sent out the RFP. 

• Considering the City's waste stream, pilot 
programs' diversion tonnage, and the cost of the 
program, the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board staff (Staff) agree with the City 
that this program should be expanded Citywide and 
will substantially contribute to the City's diversion 
rate. 

Barriers in School Recycling program: 
• Five of the six schools receive service and the sixth 

school will receive service pending fmalization of 
the RFP mentioned above. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs the extra time to select a winning 

proposal from those submitted as a result of the 
RFP, purchase the containers, plan & execute a 
media kick-off outreach campaign, implement, 
monitor, and fine-tune the program. 

School Recycling program: 
• Site visits including school waste-stream analyses 

make clear that adding the remaining school and 
expanding the program to include additional 
material types will help the City reach the 
alternative diversion requirement of 38.5%. 

• This program has an added benefit because what the 
students learn from this program will translate to the 
City's residential and commercial curbside 
programs because student awareness of why we 
must all recycle will drive what their parents 
(including business owners), do with respect to 
recycling. 

Barriers in Commercial On-Site Pickup Expansion to 
continue service to all businesses that would benefit: 
• Substantial delays in program implementation were 

due to miscommunications related to negotiating 
and fmalizing a new RFP for recycling services. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs the extra time to select a winning 

proposal from those submitted as a result of the RFP 
which will ensure that the program will continue, 
including planning & executing a media kick-off 
outreach campaign, continuing to monitor and fine- 
tune the program. 

• 

• 

Commercial 
Expansion: 

Curbside 

Considering the City's waste stream, current 
program's diversion tonnage, and the cost of the 
program, staff agrees that this program should 
continue to be implemented to all the businesses 
that would benefit and will substantially contribute 
to the City's diversion rate. 
This program was implemented by the City's 
current hauler, however, the winning bid proposal 
from the RFP process may be a different hauler. 
Therefore additional time may be required by the 
new hauler to take over implementation of this 
program. 

Barriers in scoping out a new base-year 
• During the timeframe of the Compliance Order, 

Board staff recommended that the City's Recycling 
Coordinator concentrate his time to implement the 
programs specified in their LAP instead of 
establishing a new base-year. Now that the City has 
completed its compliance order implementation, 
both the City and Board staff feel a new base year 

Other programs: 
• Staff agrees that at this point in the City's program 

implementation, spending the additional time to 
establish a new base-year will contribute to the 
City's efforts to develop a more accurate diversion 
rate. 

• Staff will assist the City in establishing a new base-
year. 
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City of McFarland First Alternative Diversion Requirement Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Curbside Expansion to 
include all 2,200 households program: 
• Substantial delays in program implementation were 

due to miscommunications related to negotiating 
and finalizing a new Request for Proposals (RFP) 
for recycling services. 

Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs the extra time to select a winning 

proposal from those submitted as a result of the 
RFP, purchase the containers, plan & execute a 
media kick-off outreach campaign, implement, 
monitor, and fine-tune the program. 

Residential Curbside Expansion: 
• The Local Assistance Plan (LAP) specified that the 

City determine whether this program was needed to 
meet the 50% goal.  The City did this by allowing 
two pilot programs to operate.  With the success of 
the pilot programs, the City decided to expand the 
program Citywide and sent out the RFP. 

• Considering the City’s waste stream, pilot 
programs’ diversion tonnage, and the cost of the 
program, the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board staff (Staff) agree with the City 
that this program should be expanded Citywide and 
will substantially contribute to the City’s diversion 
rate. 

Barriers in School Recycling program: 
• Five of the six schools receive service and the sixth 

school will receive service pending finalization of 
the RFP mentioned above. 

Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs the extra time to select a winning 

proposal from those submitted as a result of the 
RFP, purchase the containers, plan & execute a 
media kick-off outreach campaign, implement, 
monitor, and fine-tune the program. 

School Recycling program: 
• Site visits including school waste-stream analyses 

make clear that adding the remaining school and 
expanding the program to include additional 
material types will help the City reach the 
alternative diversion requirement of 38.5%.   

• This program has an added benefit because what the 
students learn from this program will translate to the 
City’s residential and commercial curbside 
programs because student awareness of why we 
must all recycle will drive what their parents 
(including business owners), do with respect to 
recycling. 

Barriers in Commercial On-Site Pickup Expansion to 
continue service to all businesses that would benefit: 
• Substantial delays in program implementation were 

due to miscommunications related to negotiating 
and finalizing a new RFP for recycling services. 

Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs the extra time to select a winning 

proposal from those submitted as a result of the RFP 
which will ensure that the program will continue, 
including planning & executing a media kick-off 
outreach campaign, continuing to monitor and fine-
tune the program. 

Commercial Curbside 
Expansion: 
• Considering the City’s waste stream, current 

program’s diversion tonnage, and the cost of the 
program, staff agrees that this program should 
continue to be implemented to all the businesses 
that would benefit and will substantially contribute 
to the City’s diversion rate. 

• This program was implemented by the City’s 
current hauler, however, the winning bid proposal 
from the RFP process may be a different hauler.  
Therefore additional time may be required by the 
new hauler to take over implementation of this 
program. 

Barriers in scoping out a new base-year 
• During the timeframe of the Compliance Order, 

Board staff recommended that the City’s Recycling 
Coordinator concentrate his time to implement the 
programs specified in their LAP instead of 
establishing a new base-year.  Now that the City has 
completed its compliance order implementation, 
both the City and Board staff feel a new base year 

Other programs: 
• Staff agrees that at this point in the City’s program 

implementation, spending the additional time to 
establish a new base-year will contribute to the 
City’s efforts to develop a more accurate diversion 
rate.  

• Staff will assist the City in establishing a new base-
year.  



Board Meeting Agenda Item 14 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 1 

generation study is needed to more accurately 
determine the City's diversion rate. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• It will take three months for the City to complete 

and the Board to approve a new base-year. 

Goal Achievement Plan Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB, Residential 
Curbside 
Expand residential curbside to 
include all 2,200 households. 

This program began in August of 2004. The City's 
Compliance Order required that they evaluate their waste 
stream and determine if a residential curbside recycling 
program was appropriate. The City chose to implement this 
program by allowing two different haulers to implement pilot 
programs at 200 different residences within the City. Based 
upon the impressive results of the pilot programs, the City sent 
out a Request for Proposals, due May 31, 2005, to expand the 
program to provide citywide recycling services. The new 
program will use automated, weekly, collection in 64-gallon 
carts. Staff's site visits, waste stream-assessments, and pilot 
program tonnages indicate that full implementation citywide 
will provide a cost-effective benefit for the City and its 
residents. The City and haulers have shown that they can 
work together to implement this program which includes an 
effective outreach strategy. 

2% 

2030-RC-OSP, Commercial On- 
Site Pickup. 
Expansion to continue service to 
all businesses that would benefit. 

This program began in August of 2004. The City has already 
implemented this program through its existing hauler, as 
required by the Compliance Order, at all businesses that would 
benefit from service. Based upon the results of the program, 
the City sent out a Request for Proposals, due May 31, 2005, 
to select a single hauler to provide all recycling services to the 
City. The selected hauler will continue to improve the existing 
services by offering technical assistance, continued waste 
audits, and seek participation of new businesses. The 
expanded program will use collection containers of appropriate 
size and collection frequency. Staff's site visits, waste stream-
assessments, and program tonnages indicate that full 
implementation will provide a cost-effective benefit for the 
City and its businesses. The City and hauler have shown that 
they can work together to implement this program which 
includes an effective outreach strategy. 

1% 
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generation study is needed to more accurately 
determine the City’s diversion rate. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• It will take three months for the City to complete 

and the Board to approve a new base-year. 
 
 
 
Goal Achievement Plan Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB, Residential 
Curbside 
Expand residential curbside to 
include all 2,200 households. 

This program began in August of 2004.  The City’s 
Compliance Order required that they evaluate their waste 
stream and determine if a residential curbside recycling 
program was appropriate.  The City chose to implement this 
program by allowing two different haulers to implement pilot 
programs at 200 different residences within the City.  Based 
upon the impressive results of the pilot programs, the City sent 
out a Request for Proposals, due May 31, 2005, to expand the 
program to provide citywide recycling services.  The new 
program will use automated, weekly, collection in 64-gallon 
carts.  Staff’s site visits, waste stream-assessments, and pilot 
program tonnages indicate that full implementation citywide 
will provide a cost-effective benefit for the City and its 
residents.  The City and haulers have shown that they can 
work together to implement this program which includes an 
effective outreach strategy. 

2% 

2030-RC-OSP, Commercial On-
Site Pickup. 
Expansion to continue service to 
all businesses that would benefit. 

This program began in August of 2004.   The City has already 
implemented this program through its existing hauler, as 
required by the Compliance Order, at all businesses that would 
benefit from service.  Based upon the results of the program, 
the City sent out a Request for Proposals, due May 31, 2005, 
to select a single hauler to provide all recycling services to the 
City.  The selected hauler will continue to improve the existing 
services by offering technical assistance, continued waste 
audits, and seek participation of new businesses.  The 
expanded program will use collection containers of appropriate 
size and collection frequency.  Staff’s site visits, waste stream-
assessments, and program tonnages indicate that full 
implementation will provide a cost-effective benefit for the 
City and its businesses.  The City and hauler have shown that 
they can work together to implement this program which 
includes an effective outreach strategy. 

1% 
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2050-RC-SCH, School Recycling. 
School recycling: work with new 
superintendent to get district-wide 
mixed paper recycling. 

This program began in August of 2004. The City has already 
implemented this program through one hauler, as required by 
the Compliance Order, at five of the six schools. Based upon 
the results of the program, the City sent out a Request for 
Proposals, due May 31, 2005, to provide commercial curbside 
recycling services for the City's sixth school, as part of one 
recycling contract serving the City. The expanded program 
will use collection containers of appropriate size and collection 
frequency. Staff's site visits, waste stream-assessments and 
program tonnages indicate that full implementation will 
provide a cost-effective benefit for the City and its schools. 
The City and hauler have shown that they can work together to 
implement this program which includes an effective outreach 
strategy. 

0.5% 

3000-CM-RCG, Residential 
Curbside Greenwaste 
Expansion to continue service to 
all single-family residents. 

This program began in August of 2004. The City's 
Compliance Order required that they implement this program. 
The results have been impressive. The program uses 
automated, weekly, collection in 64-gallon carts. Staff's site 
visits waste stream-assessments and program tonnages indicate 
that this program continuing this program will provide a cost-
effective benefit for the City and its residents. The City and 
hauler must continue to work together to implement this 
program and continue to improve the effectiveness of their 
outreach strategy. 

9% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 12.5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 26% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 38.5% 

Support Programs 

Scoping out a new base-year Staff will assist the City in scoping out a new base-year. The current base-year 
is 1990 and is no longer representative of the City's waste stream. The new 
base-year will be 2004. 
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2050-RC-SCH, School Recycling. 
School recycling: work with new 
superintendent to get district-wide 
mixed paper recycling. 

This program began in August of 2004.   The City has already 
implemented this program through one hauler, as required by 
the Compliance Order, at five of the six schools.  Based upon 
the results of the program, the City sent out a Request for 
Proposals, due May 31, 2005, to provide commercial curbside 
recycling services for the City’s sixth school, as part of one 
recycling contract serving the City.  The expanded program 
will use collection containers of appropriate size and collection 
frequency.  Staff’s site visits, waste stream-assessments and 
program tonnages indicate that full implementation will 
provide a cost-effective benefit for the City and its schools.  
The City and hauler have shown that they can work together to 
implement this program which includes an effective outreach 
strategy. 

0.5% 

 
3000-CM-RCG, Residential 
Curbside Greenwaste 
Expansion to continue service to 
all single-family residents. 

This program began in August of 2004.  The City’s 
Compliance Order required that they implement this program.  
The results have been impressive.  The program uses 
automated, weekly, collection in 64-gallon carts.  Staff’s site 
visits waste stream-assessments and program tonnages indicate 
that this program continuing this program will provide a cost-
effective benefit for the City and its residents.  The City and 
hauler must continue to work together to implement this 
program and continue to improve the effectiveness of their 
outreach strategy. 

9% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 12.5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 26% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  38.5% 

 
Support Programs  

Scoping out a new base-year 
 

Staff will assist the City in scoping out a new base-year.  The current base-year 
is 1990 and is no longer representative of the City’s waste stream.  The new 
base-year will be 2004. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (0-1  A) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff, When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. if you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341.6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 IStreet 
PO Box 4025 • 
Sacramento CA 95M2-4025 

General Instructions'. 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, It, Ill-A. IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections 1, H, III-B, IV-B end V. 

Section 1: Jurisdiction information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

correct to I certify under penalty of perjury that the information In this document is true and 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of; 

the best of my knowledge, 

, 
Joel:Kilo:bon Nam. 

McFarland 

County 

Kern 

AutttertZ00 Signature 

CA.A.,..L.0 4 6,4'''''-  

Tflte 

City Administrator 

Type/ clot Name of Person-  SIgning / 

Anthony LOpeZ 

Date 

G' — 44  - 0  

M.:one 

own 792.3091 

P6rzon Co:notating This Form (please print or type) 

Mario Gonzalez 

Tine 

Re:oyes-mg Ceordins tor 

Phone 

(eel) 978-9679 

E-mail Address Fax 

(60)792.303 MCFARLA.INIDCITY@YAHOO.Com  

Malting Address 

401 West Kem Avontia 

P.O. Box 1488 

City 
 

McFarland 

Stara 

CA 

ZIP Code 

9325040088 
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Section IIM Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet Is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Weste 
Element, and Nondisoosel Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1,1 96 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

0 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or AOR_ 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

❑ Time Extension Request . 

Specific year? requested _ 

Is this a second request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

0 Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for t?eglonal Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the yeers_12-31 -2005 , _38.5 

Is this a second ADR request? Et No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested _ %, for the 
years 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective In the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for Te/AOR may extend the original reouest or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

TOTAL P.01 
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Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%, Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort" The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., III13-1.), 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

Inspite of the CIW MB's issuance of a Compliance Order In January of 2003 and the imposition of fines in July of 
2004, the City of McFarland (City) has made significant progress towards meeting its 50% goal. However, after 
review and submittal of the 2003 Annual Report, City officials began to discuss options for improving its diversion 
rate by modifying its collection service franchise requirements. Delays in drafting the RFP and negotiations with the 
current hauler have slowed down the implementation of programs until late in the term of the Local Assistance Plan 
(LAP). The City prepared and sent out the RFP document for automated, residential and commercial curbside 
recycling collection service in March of 2005. A new contract will be signed in early Fall of 2005, expanded service 
should begin by November or December of 2005. 
The new and expanded service will include 60 or 90-gallon recycling and 60-gallon green waste wheeled-carts to 
improve both collection quantities and facilitate ease of participation. Participation rates, as well as diversion rates 
are expected to increase with the new service. 
The City is a small, rural, economically-challenged community with approximately 186 businesses and five schools. 
Business and school recycling services will also be expanded with the new franchise. However, significant 
diversion is not expected. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

The City has requested an ADR in lieu of a TE because the City believes that despite its good faith efforts, it will be 
unable to meet the 50 percent goal. 
The City is requesting a ADR because its new collection franchise agreement is expected to increase the amount of 
material diverted from the waste stream. The new service expands: Residential curbside recyclables service from a 
pilot program that serves 250 residences to citywide at 2,200; commercial curbside to ail businesses generating 
sufficient quantities of recyclables; allows time to work with the new School District Superintendent to implement a 
mixed-paper recycling program; and implements the new residential curbside greenwaste collection program. 

The City has spoken with CIWMB staff regarding applying for a rural reduction because of its size. rural location, 
and agricultural-based economy. An extension will provide the additional time needed for the City to evaluate the 
effectiveness of its new collection system and the necessity of applying for such a reduction. 

The City is also expecting that the new franchise will provide for significantly improved record keeping over the 
previous contract. This will allow the City to review disposal records and better track diversion tonnage. 
3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 
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The City has completed all of the programs and tasks specified in its LAP and has chosen to implement a citywide 
residential curbside recyclables collection program that was not required in its LAP. 

Current diversion is at 24%. The City has citywide mandatory recycling and green waste service. The City will 
approve a new contract during April of 2005, for recyclable materials collection citywide with a significant rate 
increase to improve the volume of diverted materials. 

Curbside Recycling - The City will be providing new containers for recycling to the one remaining schools, all 
commercial entitles generating sufficient recyclable materials, and the 1,700 remaining single-family residences by 
November or December of 2005. Currently the pilot programs serving five of six schools and 500 out of 2,200 
single-family residences that started in August of 2004, are in operation. 
Curbside Greenwaste Collection - The City began its residential greenwaste collection in July of 2004 but needs 
addition time to monitor and fine-tune this new program. 

Business Recycling Outreach - The Recycling Coordinator has contacted and continues to contact each of the 
approximately 25 commercial accounts in the City to educate business owners on recycling services, ways to divert 
more materials, and provide technical assistance. 
4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

The City is requesting additional time to monitor and fine-tune 

contribute to the need 

its new and expanded 

for an ADR. 

programs. 

Provide 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goa] Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % 57 Non-residential % 43 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.cWmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARISiCodes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

2000 Residential 
Curbside 

Expand 

Expand residential curbside to include all 2,20D 
households. City 12-31-05 3% 

2030 Commercial . 
Curbside 

Expand 

Expand commercial curbside to all businesses. 
City 12-31-04 1% 

2050 School Recycling Expand 

School recycling: work with new superintendent to get 
district-wide mixed paper recycling. City 12-31-05 0.5% 

3000 Residential 
Curbside Greenwaste 

Expand 

Residential curbside greenwaste to all single-family 
residents. City 12-31.04 10% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
14.5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 
24% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 
38.5% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

New Base-Year 

New 
Scoping out a 2004 new base-year. 

12-31-05 

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 14
Attachment 2



Agenda Item 14 
Board Meeting Attachment 2 
August 18-17,2005 

August 16-1 /, 2UU5 
5010-ED-PRN Print Education Expand 

The City will expand Its school, residential, and commercial 
customer education program to target the new curbside recycling 
programs. Specifically, new brochures will be developed and 
circulated to all customers, The brochures will describe the 
expanded service (i.e., acceptable material types, days of 
collection. etc.) and provide program administrator contact 
information. Samples of outreach materials will be submitted to 
CIWMB staff. 

12/31/2005  

5020-ED-OUT Outreach Expand 

The City will perform public outreach activities within the 
community, such as presentations and direct contact b schools, 
businesses, and residents. Description of outreach events will be 
submitted to CIWMB staff. 

.12/3//2005  
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.clwmb.ca.govlLGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

TOTAL P.07 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mcfarland June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D 99 DE 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mcfarland June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO D  99 DE 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
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callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mcfarland June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO D 99 DE 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mcfarland June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA PF 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO D  99 DE 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
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callen
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mcfarland June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

3050-CM-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Composting Programs 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO PF PF 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mcfarland June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 3050-CM-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Composting Programs 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1998 PF PF PF SI SO SO PF  PF 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mcfarland June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
MRF 

7020-FR-TST N Y 1997 PF 1 PF 1 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mcfarland June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y NA PF PF PF PF PF PF PF PF 
 MRF 

 7020-FR-TST N Y 1997 PF 1 PF 1 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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callen
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mcfarland June 24,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Mcfarland June 24,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-206 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement By The 
City Of McFarland, Kern County 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each 
City, County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction) Source Reduction and Recycling Element 
(SRRE) at least once every two years; and 

WHEREAS, by conducting the Biennial Review in accordance with Title 14 California Code of 
Regulations Section 18772, the Board will determine if a jurisdiction has implemented its SRRE 
programs, and if a jurisdiction is meeting the diversion requirements as specified under PRC 
Section 41780; and 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, based on the staff review of the SRRE for the City of McFarland (City), Board 
staff found that the City has been implementing diversion programs but needs to implement 
additional programs to achieve the requested alternative diversion rate; and 

WHEREAS, the City has submitted the necessary information and documentation required in a 
completed SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
McFarland's SB 1066 application for an Alternative Diversion Requirement of 38.5 percent 
through December 31, 2005, to implement its SRRE. 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-206 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement By The 
City Of McFarland, Kern County 
 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each 
City, County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction) Source Reduction and Recycling Element 
(SRRE) at least once every two years; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, by conducting the Biennial Review in accordance with Title 14 California Code of 
Regulations Section 18772, the Board will determine if a jurisdiction has implemented its SRRE 
programs, and if a jurisdiction is meeting the diversion requirements as specified under PRC 
Section 41780; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 

 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, based on the staff review of the SRRE for the City of McFarland (City), Board 
staff found that the City has been implementing diversion programs but needs to implement 
additional programs to achieve the requested alternative diversion rate; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, the City has submitted the necessary information and documentation required in a 
completed SB1066 Alternative Diversion Requirement application;  
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
McFarland’s SB 1066 application for an Alternative Diversion Requirement of 38.5 percent 
through December 31, 2005, to implement its SRRE. 
 
 
 

 
 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City of 
McFarland to report on its progress in implementing the City's Goal Achievement Plan by 
submitting an interim progress report, and then a final report as part of the next Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 

of a 

Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City of 
McFarland to report on its progress in implementing the City’s Goal Achievement Plan by 
submitting an interim progress report, and then a final report as part of the next Annual Report. 
 

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 15 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of California 
City, Kern County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of California City (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing the source reduction and recycling programs selected in its 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the 
proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement. The City 
currently has a 48 percent diversion rate for 2001, 44 percent for 2002, and 46 percent in 
2003. Three percent of the 2003 diversion rate is from biomass credit. The City is 
requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion through December 
31, 2005. Staff's analysis of the City's Plan of Correction indicates the plan is 
reasonable, given the City's waste stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17-18, 2004. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 

50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as submitted 
for an extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort 
to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 
AGENDA ITEM 15 

ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of California 
City, Kern County 

 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City of California City (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing the source reduction and recycling programs selected in its 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the 
proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement.  The City 
currently has a 48 percent diversion rate for 2001, 44 percent for 2002, and 46 percent in 
2003.  Three percent of the 2003 diversion rate is from biomass credit.  The City is 
requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion through December 
31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s Plan of Correction indicates the plan is 
reasonable, given the City’s waste stream.  
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17-18, 2004. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 

50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as submitted 
for an extension to the 50 percent diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort 
to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 
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V. ANALYSIS 

1.  
A. Key Issues and 

Background 
Findings 

Code (PRC) 
Agency's 

the Board 
requirement; 

programs, 
order should 

SRRE and/or failed 
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or more time 
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further 
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a one, 
following 
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be 
to 
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shall 
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implementing, 
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41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
SRRE at least once every two years. As a 

find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to 

has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
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not achieved the diversion requirement may 
to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
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implement its 

Alternatively, 
petition for one 
requirement for 
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(2) Nothing 
request 
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its reasons 

The Board may 
diversion requirements 
• The jurisdiction 
• The Board 

the programs 
• The jurisdiction 

that it will 
means of funding. 

Basis for staffs 
Staffs analysis is based upon 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

City of California City Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Steam Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 54 62 48 44 46 4.72 11,150 46 54 

SB 1066 Data 

Extension End 
Date 

Program Review Site Visit 
by Board Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 
Increase 

12/31/2005 2002 
Interim Report and 

Final Report 
12% 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  As a 
result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to 
implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make 
specific recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify 
its reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
City of California City Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Waste Steam Data 
Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 54 62 48 44 46 4.72 11,150 46 54 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 

Date 
Program Review Site Visit 

by Board Staff 
Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 

Increase 

12/31/2005 2002 Interim Report and 
Final Report  12% 
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City's geographic location: California City is a rural city located 120 miles from Los 
Angeles and 180 miles West of Nevada, in eastern Kern County. 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction's explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staffs analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction's SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 

a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 
b. includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 

implement the expansion of the existing programs; 
c. identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
d. identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs. 

The jurisdiction's Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction's current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction's proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable. The 
jurisdiction's request and staff's analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, 
geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per PRC 
Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim status 
report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension submitted with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
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City’s geographic location: California City is a rural city located 120 miles from Los 
Angeles and 180 miles West of Nevada, in eastern Kern County. 
 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
    a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b. includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 
implement the expansion of the existing programs; 

     c. identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d. identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, 
geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per PRC 
Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim status 
report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension submitted with the Annual Report. 
 
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
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programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented 
programs is provided in Attachment 3. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their first SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

diversion 
to-date 

related 

increase 

programs 
will 

Section 

the 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for the City of California City 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

61.2 17.0 12.4 1.2 3.5 0.3 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for Ci of California City 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

45,735 53,620 17.3 
* Per household 
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programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 3.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their first SB1066 time extension application.   
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   
  

2000 Census Data – Demographics for the City of California City 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

61.2 17.0 12.4 1.2 3.5 0.3 0.2 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of California City 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

45,735 53,620 17.3 
* Per household 

 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, 

there are no environmental justice issues related to this item in this community. 
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach:  Quarterly newsletters are 

published highlighting ways to reduce, reuse & recycle, and buy recycled.  The 
newsletter reaches 2,200 community members, businesses and households.  
Written informational material has been translated into Spanish and distributed to 
the Hispanic community.  Printed information on recycling programs are 
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available to customers of County landfills, transfer stations, at County facilities, in 
waste bills, promotional flyers, fairs, and community events. There is a flyer 
detailing recycling/reuse/disposal information for almost all waste types generated 
within Kern County. There is a recycling booklet (30 pages) that covers the 
following waste management information: Phone numbers of different hotlines, 
information to stop junk mail, recycled products, drop-off recycling centers, buy-
back facilities, miscellaneous recycling, recycling yard/wood waste, recycling 
C&D, appliance recycling, tire recycling, HHW information, used motor oil 
recycling, illegal dumping, and the RMDZ program. Public service 
announcements pertaining to waste reduction and various waste collection/drop 
off events are on the TV and radio. Targeted outreach takes place through 
business licenses, new water service requests, city building inspectors, and Benz 
Sanitation. Benz targets business with offers of waste assessments as part of their 
contract with the city. Benz also offers field trips and speakers as requested. 

• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing and implementation of the 
additional programs listed in Attachment 1 of this item will help to increase the 
City's diversion rates. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City's efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated,) strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Time Extension Matrix for the City of California City 
2.  SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of California City 
3.  Program Listing for the City of California City 
4.  Resolution Number 2005-207 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Nikki Mizwinski Phone: (916) 341-6271 
B.  Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff: NA Phone: NA 
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available to customers of County landfills, transfer stations, at County facilities, in 
waste bills, promotional flyers, fairs, and community events.  There is a flyer 
detailing recycling/reuse/disposal information for almost all waste types generated 
within Kern County.  There is a recycling booklet (30 pages) that covers the 
following waste management information: Phone numbers of different hotlines, 
information to stop junk mail, recycled products, drop-off recycling centers, buy-
back facilities, miscellaneous recycling, recycling yard/wood waste, recycling 
C&D, appliance recycling, tire recycling, HHW information, used motor oil 
recycling, illegal dumping, and the RMDZ program.  Public service 
announcements pertaining to waste reduction and various waste collection/drop 
off events are on the TV and radio.  Targeted outreach takes place through 
business licenses, new water service requests, city building inspectors, and Benz 
Sanitation.  Benz targets business with offers of waste assessments as part of their 
contract with the city.  Benz also offers field trips and speakers as requested. 

• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing and implementation of the 
additional programs listed in Attachment 1 of this item will help to increase the 
City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated,) strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of California City 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of California City 
3. Program Listing for the City of California City 
4. Resolution Number 2005-207 

 
VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 

A.  Program Staff:  Nikki Mizwinski                Phone:  (916) 341-6271 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

City of California City 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this 
publication. 

item was submitted for 
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City of California City's First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Sludge: 
• Delays in negotiations between the City and the 

private prison prison (population approximately 
2,635) due to City personnel changes and difficulties 
in determining the reason for, and a solution to the 
City's large increase in disposal. When the prison 
began operation in 2001, the City's disposal increased 
and the diversion rate dropped, however it was not 
clear what sector of the City the additional disposal 
was being generated. The City worked with the 
prison and determined the increase in disposal is 
directly resulting from the increased population at the 
prison and its generation of wet waste. The City has 
been working with the prison to evaluate alternative 
disposal options and is looking to increase its sludge 
diversion program as a way to target and direct the 
"wet waste" from the prison. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City is requesting an extension to December 

2005 because it will take time to negotiate the issues 
related to the City allowing the prison to dispose of 
the wet food waste down the sewer system over the 
remaining life of the prison. As a result, the wet 
material will be dried as sludge and the City will 
increase its sludge diversion. It will also take time 
for the prison to secure approval from prison 
headquarters, to purchase, and install the needed 
equipment. 

Sludge: Board staff agrees with the City that 
implementing this program will allow the City to make 
the goal of 50 percent. Staff confirmed that all of the 
City's residential and commercial wastes, with the 
exception of the private prison, are processed through 
the Benz Material Recovery Facility (MRF), in 
Tehachapi. Staff has confirmed that the one 
component of the prison's divertible waste stream that 
is not being diverted is wet food waste. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

Other Special Waste: 
Work with the prison to install a mechanical system to 
allow wet food waste to be disposed in the Citys' sewer 
system. This will result in an increase in the generation of 
sludge from the City's sewer system. The increased 
amount of sludge will be diverted by drying and land 
spreading on City leased land. 

4% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 4% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 46% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 
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the wet food waste down the sewer system over the 
remaining life of the prison.  As a result, the wet 
material will be dried as sludge and the City will 
increase its sludge diversion.  It will also take time 
for the prison to secure approval from prison 
headquarters, to purchase, and install the needed 
equipment.   

Sludge: Board staff agrees with the City that 
implementing this program will allow the City to make 
the goal of 50 percent.  Staff confirmed that all of the 
City’s residential and commercial wastes, with the 
exception of the private prison, are processed through 
the Benz Material Recovery Facility (MRF), in 
Tehachapi.  Staff has confirmed that the one 
component of the prison’s divertible waste stream that 
is not being diverted is wet food waste.   
 

Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

Other Special Waste: 
Work with the prison to install a mechanical system to 
allow wet food waste to be disposed in the Citys' sewer 
system.  This will result in an increase in the generation of 
sludge from the City’s sewer system.  The increased 
amount of sludge will be diverted by drying and land 
spreading on City leased land. 

 4% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 4% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 46% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50% 
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Support Programs 

Print Education The City/hauler will continue its school, residential and 
commercial customer education program targeting all 
recycling programs. Specifically, brochures will be 
developed and circulated to all customers. The 
brochures will describe the services and provide 
program administrator contact information. 

Outreach The City/hauler will continue to perform public 
outreach activities within the community, such as 
presentations and direct contact to schools, businesses, 
and residents. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Aiterrlduvc Liiversion Nequirement (ADR), please complete and 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, yOur OLA representative 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street  
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025  

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

sign this request 
with any additional 

will work with 
please call (916) 

; „ 
_, 

JUN 0 2 2005 

----- • __. .. 

Section I: Jurisdiction information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is 
anti that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of California City 

County 

Kern 

Authorized Signature 

/ ,4 -  WO-4-(-(g ( 0 , 

Title 

Administrative Assistant 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Gloria Wallace 

Date 

May 25, 2005 

Phone 

(760) 373-7166 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Same 

Title 

Phone 

( ) 

E-mail Address 

pubworiaccis_com 

Fax 

(760)373-7357 

.-- - 

Mailing Address 

21000 Hacienda BI. 

City 

Calif. City 

State 

Calif. 

ZIP Code 

93505 
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Section.11—Comer_Sheet 

Requirement 
coder Sfieet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 

(ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Boarti (must have bean filed by July 1 . 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

■ No, if no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR 

it4 Yes_ if yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2 

• 

Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

Egi Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _12-31-05 

is this a second request? ►l No ■ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agendas). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years _ 

Is this a second ADR request? LI No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years 

—Motet Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2005. An original request for a TEADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1. 2006. 

01111•MI  

TOTAL . 01 

Board Meeting
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., II1A-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly Indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

Delays in negotiations between the City and the private prison prison (population approximately 2,635 due to City 
personnel changes and difficulties in determining the reason for, and a solution to the City's large increase in 
disposal. When the prison began operation, the City's disposal increased and the diversion rate dropped, 
however it was not clear what sector of the City the additional disposal was being generated. The City worked 
with the prison and determined the increase is directly resulting from the increased population at the prison and 
its generation of wet waste. The City has been working with the prison to evaluate alternative disposal options 
and is looking to increase its sludge diversion program as a way target and direct the "wet waste" from the 
prison. The prison needs formal notice that the City will allow them to put the wet food waste into the sewer 
system for the life of the prison, without levying a fee at a later date_ As a result, the wet material will be dried 
as sludge and the City will increase its sludge diversion. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City is requesting an extension to December, 2005 because It will take time to negotiate the issues related to 
the City allowing the prison to dispose of food waste down the sewer system over the remaining life of the 
prison. It will also take time for the prison to secure approval from prison headquarters, to purchase, and install 
the needed equipment. It will take time for the CIWMB's disposal database and diversion rate calculator to 
reflect the diversion contribution of the diversion of sludge. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The entire City goes through the Benz MRF. Business waste program: This program is operated by the City's 
franchised hauler, Benz. Benz contacts and targets all businesses in the city and provides. Program includes 
businesses using more durable supplies (toner cartridges, tableware) as well as double sided documents, central 
information points, e-mails, and reuse of single sided paper as scratch pads. Procurement program: Program 
includes centralized, bulk purchasing of recycled content paper products, tonor cartridges, and procurement of 
products in recyclable packaging. Purchasing policy covers golf courses, schools, city parks dept, Parks and Rec. 
dept, city sewer and water offices. Program is on an informal basis, but is enforced. Construction & Demolition 
program: The City recycles asphalt and C&D at the city yard. Asphalt and C&D are recycled at the huge, Benz buy 
back facility in California City. C&D is accepted with no tipping fees at the Benz facility and the city yard. The 
materials listed above are used along with 120 tons of Tehachapi's asphalt to pave 49 miles of roads in California 
City. Granite Construction company also participated in the "49 miles of good road" project. Plans are in the works 
to extend the project into San Bernardino County with the help of Cal Trans. The third phase of the "Desert Jade" 
construction of affordable housing project is continuing (Oct. 2001). The Four Star Construction company is the 
main contractor, all materials are recycled. Residential curbside: Program accepts crdboard, newspaper, phone 
books, aluminum, glass, plastics, white paper, scrap paper, and other rrecyclable materials. Program is mandatory. 
Commercial on-site pickup: program is mandatory curbside for all commercial businesses. Program is enforced by 
the City, new businesses must comply before given water service or a business license. Residential curbside 
greenwaste collection: this program is encouraged by the City, all waste collected goes to the MRF in Tehachapi for 
recycling. 
4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section MA - Time Extension 
City of California City 
May 26, 2005 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE, 
continued: 

Residential Self'Haul Green waste: -,,.._ • ._. 

Residents can drop off Green waste free at Benz in California City. Materials are shredded 
and used as mulch on City properties or given away free to residents. Wood limbs, tree 
trunks and lumber that are too big to chip are given away to residents for firewood. 

Commercial On-Site Green waste Pick-Up: 

Program includes mandatory commercial curbside collection of Green waste by the 
franchised hauler, Benz. Program is enforced by Benz and the City, compliance must be 
met before water service can begin or before a business license is issued. 

School Composting Program: 

Program includes schools composting on site as dictated by an agreement between the 
school and the City. The students learn the benefits of composting and use the compost on 
school vegetable gardens. 

Government Composting Program: 

A 3500 bed prison are composting yard and Green waste, the compost is used for the 
prison vegetable gardens. 

Wood Waste: 

Program gets feed stock from the mandatory commercial and residential curbside pick-up 
of Green waste and drop off of commercial and residential Green waste from landscapers 
contracting with Benz to drop off Green waste, also C & D woodwaste. The material is.... 
processed into mulch to be given away or given to residents for firewood. 

forinvdmentognion 
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We have been successful in convincing the Prison to stop compacting and disposing their recyclable materials 
along with the waste, they now recycle those materials throught Pearson Recycling. The tonnage is sent to 
CIWMB. The Prison is also composting all its greenwaste (see discnption on page 9. Government Composting 
Program). The prison has committed to obtaining a "Muffin Monster' along with a 
financing from their corporate office in Tennessee. 

compacter, they are waiting on 

Nikki Mizwinski has been very instrumental in the negotiations with the prison, she has been a great help. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction Is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 54 Non-residential % 46 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentraUPARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htrn 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

4100-SP-OTH 
Sludge 

New 

Other special waste. Work with the prison to install a 
mechanical system to allow wet food waste to be 
disposed in the Citys' sewer system. This will result in 
an increase in the generation of sludge from the City's 
sewer system. The Increased amount of sludge will be 
diverted by drying and land spreading on City leased 
land.  

Prison 12-31-05 12% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
12% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 38% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or • 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5010-ED-PRN 
Print Education 

Expand The City/hauler will continue its school, residential, and 
commercial customer education program targeting all recycling 
programs. Specifically, brochures will be developed and circulated 
to all customers. The brochures will describe the Services and 
provide program administrator contact information. 

12.31-05 
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5020-ED-OUT Expand The City/hauler will continue to perform public outreach activities 12-31-05 
Outreach within the community, such as presentations 

schools, businesses, and residents. 
and direct contact to 

TOTAL P.07 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

California City June 29,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 California City June 29,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
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callen
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callen
StrikeOut

callen
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callen
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callen
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

California City June 29,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2060-RC-GOV N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N N 1996 NA Al AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3050-CM-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Composting Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 California City June 29,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N N 1996 NA AI AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3050-CM-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Composting Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

California City June 29,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

3060-CM-GOV N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Government Composting Programs 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 3060-CM-GOV N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Government Composting Programs 
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 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

California City June 29,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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Pre 1995  1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did 
or 

not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-207 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of California 
City, Kern County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of California City (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time 
Extension application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
California City's SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to 
implement the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City of 
California City to report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim 
status report, and a final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-207 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of California 
City, Kern County 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of California City (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time 
Extension application with the information and documentation required;  
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
California City’s SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to 
implement the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City of 
California City to report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim 
status report, and a final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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August 16-17, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 16 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The Unincorporated Area Of 
Kern County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The unincorporated area of Kern County (County) has amended its Nondisposal Facility 
Element (NDFE) to identify and describe the Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station. 
This is the fourth amendment to the County's originally approved NDFE. 

The Permits and Enforcement Division will be presenting a corresponding agenda item 
for the proposed permit for this facility at this month's Board meeting. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board previously approved the County's amended NDFE on March 16, 2004. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the County's amended NDFE. 
2. Disapprove the County's amended NDFE. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends the Board adopt option 1: approve the County's amended 
NDFE. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 
The County has amended its NDFE by adding the nondisposal facility, as noted below. 

Facility type/location: The Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station is located on the 10 
acre parcel west of and adjacent to the Kern Valley Sanitary Landfill, specifically: 
Section 35, T 25S, R 33E, MDB &M. This recycling/transfer facility will accept 
recyclable materials such as aluminum cans, paper, glass, plastic, green waste, white 
goods and used motor oil. 

Facility capacity: The maximum sustainable throughput capacity is 150 tons per 
operating day, with peak loads up to 300 tons per operational day. The facility is 
designed to accommodate long term expansion. 
Anticipated diversion rate: The facility's anticipated diversion rate is approximately 14 
percent of incoming material. 
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AGENDA ITEM 16 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The Unincorporated Area Of 
Kern County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The unincorporated area of Kern County (County) has amended its Nondisposal Facility 
Element (NDFE) to identify and describe the Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station.  
This is the fourth amendment to the County's originally approved NDFE. 

 
The Permits and Enforcement Division will be presenting a corresponding agenda item 
for the proposed permit for this facility at this month's Board meeting. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board previously approved the County's amended NDFE on March 16, 2004.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the County’s amended NDFE. 
2. Disapprove the County’s amended NDFE. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends the Board adopt option 1: approve the County’s amended 
NDFE.

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background    
The County has amended its NDFE by adding the nondisposal facility, as noted below.  

 
Facility type/location: The Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station is located on the 10 
acre parcel west of and adjacent to the Kern Valley Sanitary Landfill, specifically: 
Section 35, T 25S, R 33E, MDB &M.  This recycling/transfer facility will accept 
recyclable materials such as aluminum cans, paper, glass, plastic, green waste, white 
goods and used motor oil.   
 
Facility capacity:  The maximum sustainable throughput capacity is 150 tons per 
operating day, with peak loads up to 300 tons per operational day.  The facility is 
designed to accommodate long term expansion. 
Anticipated diversion rate:  The facility’s anticipated diversion rate is approximately 14 
percent of incoming material. 
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Participating jurisdictions: The facility serves the residents, 
and surrounding 

businesses, and refuses 
region. 

for amending a NDFE by 

of 
to the 

item. 

will then 

describes 
the 

2. 
The 

B.  

C.  

D.  

E.  

F.  

G.  

haulers of the 

Findings 

Kern River 

has adequately 
the information 

Valley community 

addressed all requirements 
noted below: submitting 

County 

Kern County Yes No 
Local Task Force comments X 
3-day public notice X 
Resolution adopting amendment X 
Amendment includes required information for facility type X 

Environmental Issues 
Staff is not aware of any environmental issues related to the amended NDFE. 
Specific environmental issues would be addressed during the permitting process 
the facility, and thus would be discussed in any associated item presented 
Board from the Permits Division. 

Program/Long Term Impacts 
Staff does not anticipate any program or long term impacts as a result of this 

Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the County's amended NDFE will facilitate any future conformance 
findings made by the Board as part of the permitting process, as the facility 
be identified in the NDFE, as required. 

Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

Legal Issues 
This item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 41800 that 
the Board's approval process of a jurisdiction's planning elements, including 
NDFE. 

Environmental Justice 
2000 Census Data — Demographics for the County 

%Asian 
of Kern (Unincorporated 

%Pacific 
Islander 

area) 
%Other % White % 

Hispanic 
% Black %Native 

American 
56.6 35.8 2.9 1.1 1.2 0.1 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for the County of Kern (Unincorporated area) 
Median annual 
income* 

Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

35,446 47,107 20.8 
* Per household 
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Participating jurisdictions:  The facility serves the residents, businesses, and refuses 
haulers of the Kern River Valley community and surrounding region. 

 
2.  Findings
The County has adequately addressed all requirements for amending a NDFE by 
submitting the information noted below: 

 
Kern County Yes No 
Local Task Force comments X  
3-day public notice  X  
Resolution adopting amendment  X  
Amendment includes required information for facility type X  
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Staff is not aware of any environmental issues related to the amended NDFE.  
Specific environmental issues would be addressed during the permitting process of 
the facility, and thus would be discussed in any associated item presented to the 
Board from the Permits Division. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Staff does not anticipate any program or long term impacts as a result of this item. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the County’s amended NDFE will facilitate any future conformance 
findings made by the Board as part of the permitting process, as the facility will then 
be identified in the NDFE, as required. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
This item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 41800 that describes 
the Board’s approval process of a jurisdiction’s planning elements, including the 
NDFE.   

 
G. Environmental Justice 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for the County of Kern (Unincorporated area)  
% White % 

Hispanic 
% Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

56.6 35.8 2.9 1.1 1.2 0.1 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for the County of Kern (Unincorporated area) 
Median annual 
income* 

Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

35,446 47,107 20.8 
* Per household 
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• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the county representative, there are no 
environmental justice issues in this community related to this item 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The County has developed a broad-based, 
bilingual public education program, including both public service announcements and 
informational brochures, to ensure that all residents and community members are 
informed of the County's diversion programs. 

• Project Benefits. 
Updating the County's NDFE to include descriptions of a new or modified nondisposal 
facility will allow County residents, and the County, to have a more complete picture of 
the nondisposal facilities the County will be using to achieve and maintain its diversion 
requirements. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by approving the County's locally 
adopted amended NDFE. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-217 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Nikki Mizwinski Phone: (916)341-6271 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916)341-6080 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

County of Kern 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the county representative, there are no 
environmental justice issues in this community related to this item 

•    Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The County has developed a broad-based, 
bilingual public education program, including both public service announcements and 
informational brochures, to ensure that all residents and community members are 
informed of the County’s diversion programs. 

•    Project Benefits.   
Updating the County’s NDFE to include descriptions of a new or modified nondisposal 
facility will allow County residents, and the County, to have a more complete picture of 
the nondisposal facilities the County will be using to achieve and maintain its diversion 
requirements. 
 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by approving the County’s locally 
adopted amended NDFE. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Resolution Number 2005-217 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Nikki Mizwinski Phone:  (916)341-6271 
B. Legal Staff:  Elliot Block Phone:  (916)341-6080 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

County of Kern 
 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-217 

Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The Unincorporated Area Of 
Kern County 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq., describe the requirements 
to be met by Cities and Counties when developing and implementing integrated waste 
management plans; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Sections 41730 et seq. require that each City and County prepare and adopt a 
Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which includes a description of existing and new solid 
waste facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities, which will be needed to 
implement a jurisdiction's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet 
the requirements of PRC Section 41780; and 

WHEREAS, the unincorporated area of Kern County (County) has amended its Board-
approved NDFE to reflect the addition of the described facility and has submitted the amended 
NDFE to the Board for consideration; and 

WHEREAS, based on review of the amended NDFE, Board staff found that all of the 
foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the amended NDFE substantially complies 
with PRC Sections 41730, et seq., and recommends approval; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the amended 
Nondisposal Facility Element for the County of Kern. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-217 

Consideration Of The Amended Nondisposal Facility Element For The Unincorporated Area Of 
Kern County 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq., describe the requirements 
to be met by Cities and Counties when developing and implementing integrated waste 
management plans; and 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Sections 41730 et seq. require that each City and County prepare and adopt a 
Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which includes a description of existing and new solid 
waste facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities, which will be needed to 
implement a jurisdiction's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet 
the requirements of PRC Section 41780; and 
 
WHEREAS, the unincorporated area of Kern County (County) has amended its Board-
approved NDFE to reflect the addition of the described facility and has submitted the amended 
NDFE to the Board for consideration; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on review of the amended NDFE, Board staff found that all of the 
foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the amended NDFE substantially complies 
with PRC Sections 41730, et seq., and recommends approval; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the amended 
Nondisposal Facility Element for the County of Kern. 

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated: 
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 17 

ITEM 

Consideration Of A Second SB 1066 Time Extension Application By The County Of Mendocino 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The County of Mendocino has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) a second Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension application. Public 
Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved the 
diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time extensions 
to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no extension 
may be effective beyond January 1, 2006. 

The County's first SB 1066 time extension has ended, and despite its efforts to meet the 
timeline in its first Plan of Correction, it will need additional time to realize the full 
benefits of the programs proposed and implemented in its first SB 1066 time extension 
request. Staff's analysis of this second SB1066 time extension request is that it is 
reasonable given the barriers the County has faced, as explained in Attachment 1 of this 
item. However, Board staff recommends the addition of a Construction and Demolition 
recycling ordinance to the county's proposed Plan of Correction. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the County's first SB1066 time extension request at the November, 
2002 Board meeting. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the County's application as submitted for a second time 

extension to the 2003 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith efforts to-
date to implement its first Plan of Correction and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the County's application as may be modified by the County 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may accept the application as submitted, but also make recommendations 
that the County implement additional programs that it believes should be added to the 
new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the County should add for its new Plan of Correction to be 
successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the County time 
to revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the County's application and allow the County to revise 
and resubmit the application based on the Board's specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the County's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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ITEM 

Consideration Of A Second SB 1066 Time Extension Application By The County Of Mendocino 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The County of Mendocino has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) a second Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension application.  Public 
Resources Code (PRC) Section 41820 allows a jurisdiction that has not achieved the 
diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780 to petition for one or more time extensions 
to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement for a maximum of five years; no extension 
may be effective beyond January 1, 2006.   
 
The County’s first SB 1066 time extension has ended, and despite its efforts to meet the 
timeline in its first Plan of Correction, it will need additional time to realize the full 
benefits of the programs proposed and implemented in its first SB 1066 time extension 
request.  Staff’s analysis of this second SB1066 time extension request is that it is 
reasonable given the barriers the County has faced, as explained in Attachment 1 of this 
item.  However, Board staff recommends the addition of a Construction and Demolition 
recycling ordinance to the county’s proposed Plan of Correction. 
  

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the County’s first SB1066 time extension request at the November, 
2002 Board meeting.  
  

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the County’s application as submitted for a second time 

extension to the 2003 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith efforts to-
date to implement its first Plan of Correction and plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the County’s application as may be modified by the County 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may accept the application as submitted, but also make recommendations 
that the County implement additional programs that it believes should be added to the 
new Plan of Correction for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the County should add for its new Plan of Correction to be 
successful, and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the County time 
to revise its application.   

5. The Board may disapprove the County’s application and allow the County to revise 
and resubmit the application based on the Board’s specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the County’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 3: The Board should accept the 
application, but also recommend that the County implement an additional program that it 

will help ensure the success of new Plan of Correction. believes 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. As a 
result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to 
implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make 
specific recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify 
its reasons for the disapproval." 

The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 
Staff's analysis is based upon the information below. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 3:  The Board should accept the 
application, but also recommend that the County implement an additional program that it 
believes will help ensure the success of new Plan of Correction.

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  As a 
result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to 
implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   

 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make 
specific recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify 
its reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   
    Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per 
person 
per day 
(ppd) 

Popu- 
lation 
(2003) 

Non- 
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

1991 18 22 18 13 36 3.8 60,100 36% 64% 

vary from 
as 

the 

is 

in the 

are 
and 

are separated 

SB 1066 Data 
Program 
Review Site 
Visit by 
Board Staff 

Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 
(yes/no) 

April, 2005 
Interim Report 
Final Report 

14% 12/31/2005 Yes 

sea 
well 
ideal 
from 

Staff 

County's 
beginning 

geographic location: 
approximately 
County line some 

to nearly 7,000 
redwood forests, 

wine grapes 
valleys and 

county north 

of the County's 

for growing 
the inland 

Mendocino 
100 miles due 

140 miles north 
feet. The County 

scrubby 
and other 

communities 

County occupies 
north of San Francisco, 

of there. Elevations 
has miles of mostly 

chaparral covered hills, 
crops. The coastal communities 
by mountains. Highways 

1066 Application: 

3,510 square miles, 
and ending at the 

in the county 
rugged coastline, 

and lush river valleys 

101 and 1 run 

diversion requirement 
to why additional time 

or newly implement 
time extension 
for the first time 

or newly proposed 
extension period, 

a Plan of Correction 

and composting programs 

programs; 
will be complete; 

Humboldt 

length 

level up 
as dense 

of the 

Analysis 

to south. 

Second SB 
Attachment 1 provides an 

• The barriers faced 
within the first time 
necessary for meeting 

• Staffs analysis of 
• Diversion programs 

second Plan of Correction 
application), and 
extension; 

• Staffs analysis of 
appropriate, given 
the jurisdiction's 

Plan of Correction: 

overview of the following: 
by the County to meeting the 50% 

extension, and its explanation as 
the diversion requirement; 

the reasonableness of the request; 
the County is proposing to expand 

(Section IV-B of the SB1066 
their relationship to programs proposed 

whether the programs to be expanded 
the barriers confronted in the first time 

waste stream. 

Time Extension request must include 

meeting the time extension requested; 
source reduction, recycling, 
or new programs it will implement; 
source for new and/or expanded 

date when each program's implementation 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 
that: 

A. Demonstrates 
b. Describes the existing 
the County will expand, 
C. Identifies the funding 
D. Identifies the 
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  Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions Diversion Rate Data (Percent) 
Report Year Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per 
person 
per day  
(ppd) 

Popu-
lation 
(2003) 

Non-
Residential 
Waste  
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

1991 18 22 18 13 36 3.8 60,100 36% 64% 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Program 
Review Site 
Visit by 
Board Staff 

 Reporting 
Frequency 

Proposed % 
Diversion 
Increase 

Extension 
End Date 

Is Time Request 
Appropriate? 
(yes/no) 

April, 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report 14% 12/31/2005 Yes 

 
County’s geographic location:  Mendocino County occupies 3,510 square miles, 
beginning approximately 100 miles due north of San Francisco, and ending at the 
Humboldt County line some 140 miles north of there.  Elevations in the county vary from 
sea level up to nearly 7,000 feet.  The County has miles of mostly rugged coastline, as 
well as dense redwood forests, scrubby chaparral covered hills, and lush river valleys 
ideal for growing wine grapes and other crops.  The coastal communities are separated 
from the inland valleys and communities by mountains.  Highways 101 and 1 run the 
length of the county north to south. 

 
Staff Analysis of the County’s Second SB 1066 Application:  
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 

• The barriers faced by the County to meeting the 50% diversion requirement 
within the first time extension, and its explanation as to why additional time is 
necessary for meeting the diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the County is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

second Plan of Correction (Section IV-B of the SB1066 time extension 
application), and their relationship to programs proposed for the first time 
extension; 

• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 
appropriate, given the barriers confronted in the first time extension period, and 
the jurisdiction’s waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 Time Extension request must include a Plan of Correction 
that: 

A. Demonstrates meeting the time extension requested; 
b. Describes the existing source reduction, recycling, and composting programs   
the County will expand, or new programs it will implement; 
C. Identifies the funding source for new and/or expanded programs; 
D. Identifies the date when each program’s implementation will be complete; 
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E. Identifies the estimated percent diversion for each program listed; 
F. Identifies either existing programs it will expand, or new programs it will 
implement, to support the County's efforts to achieve the time extension. 

The County's second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff has 
also conducted an assessment of the County's current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to its need for a second time extension, 
Board staff believes the County's proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable. 
However, Board staff recommends adding a Construction and Demolition Waste 
Ordinance to the Plan of Correction. The County's request and staffs analysis are 
explained in Attachment 1. 

In addition, PRC Section 41785(h) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
County that requests assistance in meeting the time extension, such as identifying model 
policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, geography, and 
demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved alternative diversion 
requirement is required to include a summary of its progress toward meeting the time 
extension, as well as an explanation of current circumstances that support the 
continuation of the alternative requirement, in each annual report that is due prior to the 
end of the Board-approved time period for the time extension [per PRC Section 
41821(b)(6)]. Staff recommends the County be required to submit an interim status 
report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their second SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

Page 17-4 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-17 
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 17-4 

E. Identifies the estimated percent diversion for each program listed; 
F. Identifies either existing programs it will expand, or new programs it will 
implement, to support the County’s efforts to achieve the time extension. 

 
The County’s second Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has 
also conducted an assessment of the County’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to its need for a second time extension, 
Board staff believes the County’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  
However, Board staff recommends adding a Construction and Demolition Waste 
Ordinance to the Plan of Correction. The County’s request and staff’s analysis are 
explained in Attachment 1. 
 
In addition, PRC Section 41785(h) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
County that requests assistance in meeting the time extension, such as identifying model 
policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, geography, and 
demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved alternative diversion 
requirement is required to include a summary of its progress toward meeting the time 
extension, as well as an explanation of current circumstances that support the 
continuation of the alternative requirement, in each annual report that is due prior to the 
end of the Board-approved time period for the time extension [per PRC Section 
41821(b)(6)]. Staff recommends the County be required to submit an interim status 
report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report.  
 
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested second Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their second SB1066 time extension application.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
increase waste diversion, both locally and statewide.   
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement new and expand existing 
programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and expanded 
programs have had on diversion, will assist the jurisdiction to achieve the 
requirements of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for a time extension, thus giving 
time to implement additional diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent 
requirement, and allows the Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

diversion 

diversion 

Section 
them more 
diversion 

Mendocino 
all of its 

and 

in this item 

(D) 
reduce 

efforts to 

all programs 
is targeting 

strategy 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for County of Mendocino 

White Hispanic Black 
%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

82.9 10.4 0.4 2.5 0.9 0.2 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for County of Mendocino 
Median annual income* Mean (average) 

income* 
% individuals below 
poverty level 

31,129 40,418 17.4 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues: The jurisdiction 
justice issues related to this item in this 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. 
Solid Waste Management Agency, the County 
residents with door hangers and an annual 
facilities in the county. The MSWMA's 
Spanish-speaking tenants, apartment managers 
recycling programs within the expanding 
appears on Spanish-language radio. 

• Project Benefits. The maturation and 
will help to increase the jurisdiction's diversion 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, 
ability to reach and maintain California's 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

community 
has reported 

conjunction 

guide detailing 
outreach specialist 
business 

promotes 

Latino community, 

its programs 

no environmental 

with the 
to 

owners to promote 
and occasionally 

listed 

local jurisdictions' 

and 
jurisdiction's 

mandates), 
programs 

In 

recycling 
bilingual 

and 

marketing 

objective 
waste diversion 

rates. 

to implement 
by assessing 

of the programs 

3 (Support 

the 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing this jurisdiction more time to implement new and expand existing diversion 
programs and to measure the impact these newly implemented and expanded 
programs have had on diversion, will assist the jurisdiction to achieve the diversion 
requirements of PRC Section 41780.   

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for a time extension, thus giving them more 
time to implement additional diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement, and allows the Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

 
2000 Census Data – Demographics for County of Mendocino 

 % 
White 

% 
Hispanic 

% 
Black 

%Native 
American 

% Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

82.9 10.4 0.4 2.5 0.9 0.2 0.2 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for County of Mendocino 
Median annual income* Mean (average) 

income* 
% individuals below 
poverty level 

31,129 40,418 17.4 
* Per household 

 
• Environmental Justice Issues: The jurisdiction has reported no environmental 

justice issues related to this item in this community. 
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  In conjunction with the Mendocino 

Solid Waste Management Agency, the County promotes its programs to all of its 
residents with door hangers and an annual recycling guide detailing all programs and 
facilities in the county.  The MSWMA’s bilingual outreach specialist is targeting 
Spanish-speaking tenants, apartment managers and business owners to promote 
recycling programs within the expanding Latino community, and occasionally 
appears on Spanish-language radio. 

• Project Benefits.  The maturation and marketing of the programs listed in this item 
will help to increase the jurisdiction’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
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jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for County of Mendocino 
2. County of Mendocino's Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
3. Program Listing for County of Mendocino 
4. Resolution Number 2005-208 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Robert Horowitz Phone: 341-6239 
B. Legal Staff: Elliott Block Phone: 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

County of Mendocino 
Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted 
publication. 

for 
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jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for County of Mendocino  
2. County of Mendocino’s Second 1066 Time Extension Application 
3. Program Listing for County of Mendocino 
4. Resolution Number 2005-208 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Robert Horowitz Phone:  341-6239 
B. Legal Staff:  Elliott Block Phone:  341-6080 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

County of Mendocino 
Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 
 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
 



Mendocino County's Second Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff's Analysis 
Barriers in Residential Curbside Recycling 
and Green Waste programs: 

• County officials were granted a three-year time 
extension to plan and implement no-cost single-stream 
recycling in the county's largest franchise areas. 
Implementing these program improvements required 
county officials to renegotiate two franchise 
agreements several years before they were to expire. 

• The original time extension was sufficient to 
renegotiate the county's major franchise agreements, 
and to implement no-cost single stream recycling in all 
major franchise areas. The new containers were 
delivered and the programs were up and running in all 
unincorporated areas by November, 2004. However, 
there has been no time for the improved programs to 
impact diversion rates. 

• Part of the contract renegotiations was to obtain free 
curbside green waste service for residents of the urban-
density areas of the unincorporated county. This was 
achieved, but the county has not had much time to 
recruit new customers for the service. Small 
businesses in residential areas with residential-sized 
green waste needs are also eligible for this service. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

• Allow time for increased volumes of recyclables 
generated by single stream to impact the county's 
diversion rates. 

• Allow time for residents to be informed about the 
additional greenwaste program opportunities 
through the annual recycling guide and other 
outreach efforts, and further time to sign up new 
accounts. 

• Both curbside programs are complemented by the 
fee structure at county-run transfer stations, 
because the county has implemented free 
commingled recyclable drop off at its transfer 
stations, time is needed to send a unified and 
coherent message about the importance of 
recycling and backing that message up with 
opportunities for all residents. Clean green waste 
may be dropped at the transfer stations for roughly 
half the price of trash. 

Staff analysis of Residential Curbside 
Recycling and Green Waste barriers 

• Mendocino County achieved its objective of crafting 
an amended franchise agreement providing single-
stream programs which cost nothing extra for 
residential customers. Based on the amount of time 
needed, and the lack of incentive for the franchisees 
to come to the table years early, this was a critical 
show of good faith by the county. 

• Wheeled 90-gallon single stream recycling toters in 
the trademark blue color were observed by staff at 
numerous residences and on the street in various 
areas of the unincorporated county. Based on staff 
experience in other jurisdictions, replacement of 
small bins for source separated material with one 
large, easily maneuverable bin for all materials results 
in huge increases in recycling volume. 
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Mendocino County’s Second Time Extension Application Matrix 
 
Barriers/Reason for Second Time Extension Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Curbside Recycling 
and Green Waste programs: 
 
• County officials were granted a three-year time 
extension to plan and implement no-cost single-stream  
recycling in the county’s largest franchise areas.  
Implementing these program improvements required 
county officials to renegotiate two franchise 
agreements several years before they were to expire. 

• The original time extension was sufficient to 
renegotiate the county’s major franchise agreements, 
and to implement no-cost single stream recycling in all 
major franchise areas.  The new containers were 
delivered and the programs were up and running in all 
unincorporated areas by November, 2004.  However, 
there has been no time for the improved programs to 
impact diversion rates. 

• Part of the contract renegotiations was to obtain free 
curbside green waste service for residents of the urban-
density areas of the unincorporated county.  This was 
achieved, but the county has not had much time to 
recruit new customers for the service.  Small 
businesses in residential areas with residential-sized 
green waste needs are also eligible for this service. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

• Allow time for increased volumes of recyclables 
generated by single stream to impact the county’s 
diversion rates. 

• Allow time for residents to be informed about the 
additional greenwaste program opportunities 
through the annual recycling guide and other 
outreach efforts, and further time to sign up new 
accounts. 

• Both curbside programs are complemented by the 
fee structure at county-run transfer stations, 
because the county has implemented free 
commingled recyclable drop off at its transfer 
stations, time is needed to send a unified and 
coherent message about the importance of 
recycling and backing that message up with 
opportunities for all residents.  Clean green waste 
may be dropped at the transfer stations for roughly 
half the price of trash. 

 

Staff analysis of Residential Curbside 
Recycling and Green Waste barriers 
 
• Mendocino County achieved its objective of crafting 

an amended franchise agreement providing single-
stream programs which cost nothing extra for 
residential customers.  Based on the amount of time 
needed, and the lack of incentive for the franchisees 
to come to the table years early, this was a critical 
show of good faith by the county. 

 
• Wheeled 90-gallon single stream recycling toters in 

the trademark blue color were observed by staff at 
numerous residences and on the street in various 
areas of the unincorporated county.  Based on staff 
experience in other jurisdictions, replacement of 
small bins for source separated material with one 
large, easily maneuverable bin for all materials results 
in huge increases in recycling volume. 
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Barriers in Multi-family and Commercial Staff Analysis of barriers in Multi-family and 
Curbside Recycling Programs: Commercial Recycling Programs 

• County officials were granted a three-year time • Mendocino County achieved its objective of crafting 
extension to plan and implement single-stream multi- an amended franchise agreement providing single- 
family residential and commercial recycling in the stream programs which cost nothing extra for multi- 

county's largest franchise areas. Implementing these family and commercial customers. Based on the 
program improvements required county officials to amount of time needed, and the lack of incentive for 
renegotiate two franchise agreements several years the franchisees to come to the table years early, this 
before they were to expire. was a critical show of good faith by the county. 

• Staff believes a significant barrier to building a robust 

• County officials wanted to ensure that the new multi-family and commercial on-site pickup program 

single-stream recycling program would be free to is the fact that the extra-cost recycling structure for 

residents, multi-family complexes and commercial commercial accounts had been in place for many 

establishments in all newly-renegotiated franchises. years; customers still perceive this as a service which 

Previously, curbside and commercial recycling service costs money, not saves money. Cost is a proven and 

required an extra fee, which was a barrier to customer significant barrier to program growth. It will take 

acceptance and limited the effectiveness of the time for potential recycling customers to realize that 

program. participation in the county's recycling programs can 
improve the bottom line for their business or 

• The original three-year time extension did not allow apartment complex. 

enough time to market the no-cost single stream • The outreach specialist speaks fluent Spanish and 

recycling programs to the multi-family residential and recruits apartment managers to the program. He 

commercial sectors. hosts several complex-wide meetings and distributes 
materials in Spanish; he also visits apartment 

• Starting in the spring of 2005, the Mendocino Solid residents individually to explain the need for 

Waste Management Agency hired a bilingual outreach recycling and program rules. This time-consuming 

specialist to work directly with apartment complex strategy shows early signs of success. During a site 

managers and with business owners to extol the virtues visit in April, 2005, CIWMB staff observed recently  
of no-cost single-stream recycling and to expand the placed single-stream recycling bins, in size ranging 

quantity and quality of participation in these major from 90-gallons to five cubic yards, at apartment 

sectors. complexes and small businesses. The bins were well 
used and had minimal contamination. The outreach 
specialist explained his efforts to sell the benefits of 

Reasons for Second Time Extension:• the new programs, and his observations that the 
apartment residents were happy to recycle when the 

• Allow time for the outreach specialist to actively program was clearly explained. Given that multi- 
recruit commercial and multi-family residential family recycling is virtually untapped in Mendocino 
customers for no-cost single-stream recycling. County, this should produce a large volume increase 
This process commenced during March, 2005 and 
will continue indefinitely. 

in recycling and a commensurate decline in disposal. 
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Barriers in Multi-family and Commercial 
Curbside Recycling Programs: 
 
• County officials were granted a three-year time 
extension to plan and implement single-stream multi-
family residential and commercial recycling in the 
county’s largest franchise areas.  Implementing these 
program improvements required county officials to 
renegotiate two franchise agreements several years 
before they were to expire. 

• County officials wanted to ensure that the new 
single-stream recycling program would be free to 
residents, multi-family complexes and commercial 
establishments in all newly-renegotiated franchises.  
Previously, curbside and commercial recycling service 
required an extra fee, which was a barrier to customer 
acceptance and limited the effectiveness of the 
program. 

• The original three-year time extension did not allow 
enough time to market the no-cost single stream 
recycling programs to the multi-family residential and 
commercial sectors. 

• Starting in the spring of 2005, the Mendocino Solid 
Waste Management Agency hired a bilingual outreach 
specialist to work directly with apartment complex 
managers and with business owners to extol the virtues 
of no-cost single-stream recycling and to expand the 
quantity and quality of participation in these major 
sectors. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension: 

• Allow time for the outreach specialist to actively 
recruit commercial and multi-family residential 
customers for no-cost single-stream recycling.  
This process commenced during March, 2005 and 
will continue indefinitely. 

 

Staff Analysis of barriers in Multi-family and 
Commercial Recycling Programs 
 
• Mendocino County achieved its objective of crafting 

an amended franchise agreement providing single-
stream programs which cost nothing extra for multi-
family and commercial customers.  Based on the 
amount of time needed, and the lack of incentive for 
the franchisees to come to the table years early, this 
was a critical show of good faith by the county. 

• Staff believes a significant barrier to building a robust 
multi-family and commercial on-site pickup program 
is the fact that the extra-cost recycling structure for 
commercial accounts had been in place for many 
years; customers still perceive this as a service which 
costs money, not saves money.  Cost is a proven and 
significant barrier to program growth.  It will take 
time for potential recycling customers to realize that 
participation in the county’s recycling programs can 
improve the bottom line for their business or 
apartment complex. 

• The outreach specialist speaks fluent Spanish and 
recruits apartment managers to the program.  He 
hosts several complex-wide meetings and distributes 
materials in Spanish; he also visits apartment 
residents individually to explain the need for 
recycling and program rules.  This time-consuming 
strategy shows early signs of success.  During a site 
visit in April, 2005, CIWMB staff observed recently 
placed single-stream recycling bins, in size ranging 
from 90-gallons to five cubic yards, at apartment 
complexes and small businesses.  The bins were well 
used and had minimal contamination.  The outreach 
specialist explained his efforts to sell the benefits of 
the new programs, and his observations that the 
apartment residents were happy to recycle when the 
program was clearly explained.  Given that multi-
family recycling is virtually untapped in Mendocino 
County, this should produce a large volume increase 
in recycling and a commensurate decline in disposal. 
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Barriers in Construction and Demolition Staff analysis of construction and demolition 
programs: barriers: 

• Improvements to C&D recycling were not • Mendocino County has not experienced the rapid 
implemented during the first time extension. growth seen in other parts of the state, so C&D is 
Newly renegotiated franchise agreements do unlikely to be the primary factor in eroded diversion 
not require franchised haulers to provide 
separate bins, but do allow for a 20% discount 

rates. However, if current growth patterns continue, 
Mendocino county will soon feel development 

for clean wood waste. pressures and C&D material increases. 
• A very large, abandoned industrial site within 

• Significant political barriers to enacting a 
C&D ordinance remain, both among elected 

Mendocino county will soon come up for development, 
and this project could generate significant amounts of 

officials and in the local contracting waste unless ordinances are in place to mandate 
community. recycling. 

• Disposal costs in the urbanized areas of Mendocino 
• The county provides significant financial County are still relatively cheap (about $12 a 

incentives to separate C&D waste due to its truckload), so the savings from separating C&D waste 
pricing structure at transfer stations, where may not be enough to encourage all contractors or 
disposing of clean wood, drywall, concrete, 
rubble and scrap metal costs half as much as 

homeowners. Therefore, staff recommends that an 
ordinance be implemented to ensure the materials are 

dumping unsorted waste. diverted. 
• There appears to be ample C&D recycling 

• The county and the Mendocino Solid Waste infrastructure in the county to handle increased 
Management Authority promote C&D amounts of recycling. Staff observed at least three 
recycling though their annual recycling guide 
and other materials available to contractors. 

concrete crushing sites, a wood recycling operation, 
and a large composter willing and anxious to accept 
wood and drywall. In addition, a large C&D recycling 

Reasons for Second Time Extension operation is slated to open in neighboring Lake County 
in mid-2005. 

• Time is needed to convince leaders that a • The town of Willits in Mendocino County recently 
C&D ordinance will be effective and not adopted a C&D ordinance, and local leaders want to 
unduly burdensome on the local business see how that works before modifying it for the 
climate, and will not result in illegal dumping unincorporated county. The Willits ordinance is aimed 
or other unwanted activities. more at demolition and large construction projects; 

most remodels and small construction projects are 
exempt from specific requirements, but expected by the 
city to participate on a voluntary basis. 

• Staff recommends that Mendocino County staff 
prepare a C&D ordinance with enforceable recycling 
standards and present it to the Board of Supervisors no 
later than December 31, 2005. 
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Barriers in Construction and Demolition 
programs: 
 

• Improvements to C&D recycling were not 
implemented during the first time extension.  
Newly renegotiated franchise agreements do 
not require franchised haulers to provide 
separate bins, but do allow for a 20% discount 
for clean wood waste. 

• Significant political barriers to enacting a 
C&D ordinance remain, both among elected 
officials and in the local contracting 
community. 

• The county provides significant financial 
incentives to separate C&D waste due to its 
pricing structure at transfer stations, where 
disposing of clean wood, drywall, concrete, 
rubble and scrap metal costs half as much as 
dumping unsorted waste. 

• The county and the Mendocino Solid Waste 
Management Authority promote C&D 
recycling though their annual recycling guide 
and other materials available to contractors. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension 

• Time is needed to convince leaders that a 
C&D ordinance will be effective and not 
unduly burdensome on the local business 
climate, and will not result in illegal dumping 
or other unwanted activities. 

 
Staff analysis of construction and demolition 
barriers: 
 
• Mendocino County has not experienced the rapid 
growth seen in other parts of the state, so C&D is 
unlikely to be the primary factor in eroded diversion 
rates.  However, if current growth patterns continue, 
Mendocino county will soon feel development 
pressures and C&D material increases. 
• A very large, abandoned industrial site within 
Mendocino county will soon come up for development, 
and this project could generate significant amounts of 
waste unless ordinances are in place to mandate 
recycling. 
• Disposal costs in the urbanized areas of Mendocino 
County are still relatively cheap (about $12 a 
truckload), so the savings from separating C&D waste 
may not be enough to encourage all contractors or 
homeowners. Therefore, staff recommends that an 
ordinance be implemented to ensure the materials are 
diverted. 
• There appears to be ample C&D recycling 
infrastructure in the county to handle increased 
amounts of recycling.  Staff observed at least three 
concrete crushing sites, a wood recycling operation, 
and a large composter willing and anxious to accept 
wood and drywall.  In addition, a large C&D recycling 
operation is slated to open in neighboring Lake County 
in mid-2005. 
• The town of Willits in Mendocino County recently 
adopted a C&D ordinance, and local leaders want to 
see how that works before modifying it for the 
unincorporated county. The Willits ordinance is aimed 
more at demolition and large construction projects; 
most remodels and small construction projects are 
exempt from specific requirements, but expected by the 
city to participate on a voluntary basis.  

• Staff recommends that Mendocino County staff 
prepare a C&D ordinance with enforceable recycling 
standards and present it to the Board of Supervisors no 
later than December 31, 2005. 
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis 

Estimated 
Percent 

Diversion 
2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside Recycling 

Expand curbside service to include multi-family 
residential complexes. Depending on size of 
complex, they will either get up to four large plastic 
wheeled toters, or they will get roll-off bins up to 5 
yards. Bilingual outreach to apartment complexes 
began in March and will continue indefmitely. 

Currently, few apartments have this 
service. Because of the high turnover in 
these apartments, continued educational 
efforts are critical. Extra volume from 
single stream should help increase 
tonnage from single-family units 

7.0 % 

2010-RC-DRP Residential Drop Off 

Finish implementing no-cost single-stream drop off 
for mixed recyclables at all county run transfer 
stations. 

This program has been implemented at 
many of the higher-volume transfer 
stations in the unincorporated areas and is 
planned for expansion to the remaining 
transfer stations. 

1.0% 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-site Pick-up 

Expand no-cost single stream recycling into the 
commercial sector. Use the bilingual outreach 
specialist to work with business owners. 

Commercial recycling has historically 
required extra fees beyond trash service 
in Mendocino County. Once business 
owners realize they can save money, use 
of the service should expand 
dramatically. 

4.0 % 

3000-CM-RGW Residential Curbside Greenwaste 
(3020-CM-COG Commercial On-site Greenwaste) 

Expand curbside greenwaste recycling program to 
homes and small businesses in the most urbanized 
unincorporated areas. Materials will be composted 
locally. 

Residential and commercial pickup of 
green waste has always required extra 
fees beyond basic trash service in 
Mendocino County. Once business 
owners realize they can save money, use 
of the service should expand. 

2.0 % 

Total Estimated diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 14.0 % 
Current Diversion Rate Percent From recent generation study 36.0 % 
Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.0 % 

Supporting Programs 
5000-ED-ELC Electronic 

The Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 
(MSWMA) will continue to promote local recycling 
programs through the www.mendorecycles.org  website, 

The web site is a well-known resource which contains 
much or all of the information printed in the popular 
Annual Recycling Guide, which is distributed widely 
countywide. The website lists all of the locations to 
recycle materials and the materials accepted at all 
locations, along with hours of operations and other 
critical data. 

which will be updated to reflect changes in all programs. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 

The MSWMA has hired a full-time bilingual outreach 
specialist who actively recruits multi-family and 
commercial customers for the new single-stream, no- 
cost recycling programs. 

The outreach specialist started in March of 2005 and will 
continue his work indefinitely, not only on behalf of 
Mendocino County but also within the city of Ukiah. 
Individual contact with apartment owners and residents, 
as well as small business owners, is the most effective 
way to recruit new recycling customers. 

New Base Year 

The MSWMA is quantifying all diversion for 2005, to 
be used to replace the county's outdated 1991 base year. 

A proposed 2005 New Base Year will be presented to 
the Board in mid 2006. Based on preliminary estimates 
for 2003, which show a much higher diversion rate than 
what is obtained using the adjustment method on a 1991 
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Plan of Correction 

 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Estimated 
Percent 

Diversion 
2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside Recycling 
 
Expand curbside service to include multi-family 
residential complexes.  Depending on size of 
complex, they will either get up to four large plastic 
wheeled toters, or they will get roll-off bins up to 5 
yards.  Bilingual outreach to apartment complexes 
began in March and will continue indefinitely. 
 

 
Currently, few apartments have this 
service.  Because of the high turnover in 
these apartments, continued educational 
efforts are critical.  Extra volume from 
single stream should help increase 
tonnage from single-family units 

 
 

7.0 % 
 

2010-RC-DRP Residential Drop Off 
Finish implementing no-cost single-stream drop off 
for mixed recyclables at all county run transfer 
stations. 

This program has been implemented at 
many of the higher-volume transfer 
stations in the unincorporated areas and is 
planned for expansion to the remaining 
transfer stations.   

1.0% 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-site Pick-up 
Expand no-cost single stream recycling into the 
commercial sector.  Use the bilingual outreach 
specialist to work with business owners. 
 

Commercial recycling has historically 
required extra fees beyond trash service 
in Mendocino County.  Once business 
owners realize they can save money, use 
of the service should expand 
dramatically. 

 
4.0 % 

 

3000-CM-RGW  Residential Curbside Greenwaste 
(3020-CM-COG Commercial On-site Greenwaste) 
 
Expand curbside greenwaste recycling program to 
homes and small businesses in the most urbanized 
unincorporated areas.  Materials will be composted 
locally. 
 

Residential and commercial pickup of 
green waste has always required extra 
fees beyond basic trash service in 
Mendocino County.  Once business 
owners realize they can save money, use 
of the service should expand. 

 
 

2.0 % 

Total Estimated diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 14.0 % 
Current Diversion Rate Percent From recent generation study 36.0 % 
Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.0 % 
 
Supporting Programs  
5000-ED-ELC Electronic 
 
The Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 
(MSWMA) will continue to promote local recycling 
programs through the www.mendorecycles.org website, 
which will be updated to reflect changes in all programs. 

The web site is a well-known resource which contains 
much or all of the information printed in the popular 
Annual Recycling Guide, which is distributed widely 
countywide.    The website lists all of the locations to 
recycle materials and the materials accepted at all 
locations, along with hours of operations and other 
critical data.   

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 
 
The MSWMA has hired a full-time bilingual outreach 
specialist who actively recruits multi-family and 
commercial customers for the new single-stream, no-
cost recycling programs. 
 

 
The outreach specialist started in March of 2005 and will 
continue his work indefinitely, not only on behalf of 
Mendocino County but also within the city of Ukiah.  
Individual contact with apartment owners and residents, 
as well as small business owners, is the most effective 
way to recruit new recycling customers. 

New Base Year 
 
The MSWMA is quantifying all diversion for 2005, to 
be used to replace the county’s outdated 1991 base year.  

A proposed 2005 New Base Year will be presented to 
the Board in mid 2006.  Based on preliminary estimates 
for 2003, which show a much higher diversion rate than 
what is obtained using the adjustment method on a 1991 
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The new base year should be the most accurate depiction base year and do not even contain an exhaustive effort to 
of diversion activities in Mendocino County ever. quantify all diversion in the county, it is reasonable to 

expect that the new base year will paint a prettier and 
more accurate picture of disposal and diversion in 
Mendocino County. 
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The new base year should be the most accurate depiction 
of diversion activities in Mendocino County ever.  

base year and do not even contain an exhaustive effort to 
quantify all diversion in the county, it is reasonable to 
expect that the new base year will paint a prettier and 
more accurate picture of disposal and diversion in 
Mendocino County.   
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your MA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please cell (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, III-B, 1V-B and V. 

Section 1: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
.411 respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

Jurisdiction Name 

Mendocino Unincorporated 

County 

Mendocino 

Authorized Signature Title 

Deputy Director of Transportation - Solid Waste 

Mendocino County Department of Transportation 

Type/Print Name of Person Sig g 

Paul Cayler 

Date 

June 20, 2005 

Phone 

(707) 467-2552 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Michael E. Sweeney 

Title 

Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority. General Manager 

Phone 

(07)458.9710 

E-mail Address 

sweermy@pacifig_net 

Fax 

( ) 

Mailing Address 

P.O. Box 123 

City 

Ukiah 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

95482 
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This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

►1 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? ❑ No Yes Specific years requested. _2005 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

■ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Board Meeting
August 16-17,2005

Agenda Item 17
Attachment 2



Board Meeting Agenda Item 17 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 2 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

Mendocino County Solid Waste Division renegotiated contracts with all major franchised haulers in 2004 to 
eliminate extra charges for recyling for commercial and residential customers. At the same time, recycling 
collection in the franchised areas was upgraded from an inefficient three-bin system to single-stream collection 
in wheeled toters. These upgrades were not implemented until September in the Ukiah Area, and November 
for the Fort Bragg Area. New curbside greenwaste collection programs were implemented at the same time. 
Because of the expanded program, no charge recycling service is now available to multi-family residences and 
commercial businesses. The multi-family and commercial recycling service will be promoted by use of a 
outreach specialist, who is working to include businesses and residence complexes on a case-by-base basis. 
There simply has not been enough time to bring a significant number of multi-family complexes and businesses 
on board, and to assess the impact of these programs, and for the improved programs to impact the county's 
disposal numbers. Additionally, Mendocino County--through the Mendocino Solid Waste Management 
Authority (MSWMA) continues to work aggressively to resolve serious issues with both disposal reporting 
numbers and an antiquated base year. It is our opinion that these numbers greatly depress Mendocino 
County's diversion rate. A quick compilation of readily-available diversion tons for 2003 indicate an actual 
diversion rate of at least 36%. This estimated diversion rate is for a period prior to full implementation of single 
stream recycling, therefore it is anticipated that the percentage will increase. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

During 2005 the MSWMA will perform critical outreach and public education to increase participation in the newly 
improved curbside programs, including bilingual outreach and working with individual businesses and mutli-
family residence managers to bring commingled recycling to those customers. Prior to franchise agreement 
upgrades made by Mendocino County, commercial recycling for much of the unincorporated area previously 
included a cost to the customer. A transition period is necessary. In addition, the MSWMA will be working to 
identify and quantify all sources of waste generation and diversion in the community. This will include careful 
monitoring of the diversion achieved by the newly expanded curbside recycling and greenwaste program. This 
work will result in a new base year application which will more accurately reflect the solid waste situation in 
Mendocino County today. Furthermore, the County will be studying the impact of construction and demolition 
waste in its jurisdiction and devising appropriate responses, possibly including preparation of a C&D recycling 
ordinance for consideration by the Board of Supervisors. 
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3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

Mendocino County has been a leader among rural counties in implementing curbside recycling, with service 
initiated in some unincorporated areas as early as 1991. The County has consistently expanded the program's 
geographic reach, as well as the materials accepted, over the years. The renegotiation of the franchise contracts in 
2004--two years early--to bring no-cost commingled recycling and curbside greenwaste recycling to County 
residents and businesses, represents a major commitment by the County to put diversion at the top of solid waste 
priorities. Since the 1990s the County has provided a wide variety of recycling options at all of its disposal sites, 
diverting yard waste, wood, metal, appliances and more. The MSWMA has supported diversion with a strong 
public education effort, via the web, print and other outreach. Nevertheless, the adjustment method has produced 
a declining diversion rate estimate. County and MSWMA officials believe this indicates serious deficiencies with 
the 1991 base year and with certain aspects of the County's disposal reporting system, both of which will be 
resolved by the preparation of a new waste generation study and new base year for 2005. 
4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

The last operating landfill within Mendocino County closed in 2002. All waste is now exported, exacerbating 
disposal reporting difficulties. This also gives the County a strong incentive to reduce disposal, as long-term 
disposal costs are no longer under its direct control. Additionally, the County attempted to amend its 1991 base 
year in 1997; unfortunately, the timing was bad, the Board had just entered a moratorium period while it finalized 
procedures for base year review and approval. The County ultimately decided not to pursue the new base year 
after the moratorium was lifted, because the new procedures invalidated some of the work on the new base year. 
MSWMA is currently planning a comprehensive diversion study which will be presented to the CIWMB in early 
2006. 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(13). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 64% Non-residential % 36% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2000-RC-CRB Expand 

Residential Curbside Recycling: Expand curbside 
recycling service to include previously unserved multi- 
family complexes through the services of an outreach 
specialist who will work with individual complexes 
toward acceptance of newly improved program. 

Haulers Dec. 2005 7 

2010-RC-DRP Expand 

Residential Drop-off: provide opportunities for dropping 
off commingled recyclables at all county transfer stations County Dec. 2005 1 

2030-RC-OSP Expand 

Commercial on-site recycling: Expand no-cost 
commingled recycling service to all business customers. 
Previous system discouraged commercial recycling 
because of additional cost. Using an outreach 
specialist, work with individual business owners to gain 
acceptance of new program. 

Haulers Dec. 2005 4 

3000-CM-RCG Expand 

Expand greenwaste pickup program to homes and small 
businesses in the most dense unincorporated areas. 
Materials will be composted locally. 

Haulers Dec. 2005 2 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
14 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 36 (separate 
estimate) 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5000-ED-ELC Expanded Updated MSWMA website with extensive information about new 
recycling opportunities all over the county. 

Dec. 05 
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5020-ED-OUT New Assign bilingual outreach specialist to work with managers of 
multi-family residences and business owners/managers to 
increase the number of customers using improved no-cost 
curbside recycling programs. Specialist will also promote curbisde 
greenwaste program to prospective customers. 

April 05 

Waste Generation Study New A comprehensive examination of all diversion activities occurring 
within Mendocino County will occur during 2005, with a goal 
toward quantifying diversion tonnage and providing a more 
accurate estimation of solid waste generation within the 
unincorporated areas 

Feb. 06 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ASR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARISL  

PARIS, or go to 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mendocino-Unincorporated July 6,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000    2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1060-SR-MTE N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1998 NI 6 NI 4 NI 4 SI SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

Status Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 

Reason Code 
1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 

AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 

2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 

M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 17 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1    
 Program Listing for Date Printed   
 Mendocino-Unincorporated July 6,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1060-SR-MTE N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1998 NI 6 NI 4 NI 4 SI SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mendocino-Unincorporated July 6,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000    2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Food Waste Composting 

4000-SP-ASH N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ash 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2   
 Program Listing for Date Printed   
 Mendocino-Unincorporated July 6,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 3030-CM-CSG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Food Waste Composting 

 4000-SP-ASH N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ash 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mendocino-Unincorporated July 6,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000    2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO D DE 
Landfill 

7020-F R-TST N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9010-HH-MPC N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

Status Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 

Reason Code 
1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 

AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 

2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 

M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed   
 Mendocino-Unincorporated July 6,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO D DE 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Mendocino-Unincorporated July 6,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000    2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9030-H H-WSE N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Waste Exchange 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 4   
 Program Listing for Date Printed   
 Mendocino-Unincorporated July 6,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9030-HH-WSE N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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callen
StrikeOut



Board Meeting Agenda Item 17 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 4 

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-208 

Consideration Of The Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The County Of 
Mendocino 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board approved the unincorporated area of Mendocino County's first SB1066 
Time Extension Application on November 19, 2002; and 

WHEREAS, the County has subsequently found that it needs additional time to expand those 
programs described in its second SB1066 Time Extension request; and 

WHEREAS, based on the staff review of the County's progress to-date in implementing the 
programs described in its first Plan of Correction, Board staff found that the County has made a 
good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to implement and 
expand the programs described in its second Plan of Correction; and 

WHEREAS, the County has submitted the necessary information and documentation required in 
a completed SB1066 Time Extension application; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff recommends the County's proposed second Plan of Correction should 
include the development of a Construction and Demolition Ordinance by December 31, 2005, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the County of 
Mendocino's second SB 1066 Time Extension application for a second extension through 
December 31, 2005, to implement its SRRE and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board recommends the 
County to add the development of a Construction and Demolition Ordinance in the County's 
second Plan of Correction. 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-208 

Consideration Of The Second SB1066 Time Extension Application By The County Of 
Mendocino 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41820 and 
41785 for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or 
Alternative Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board approved the unincorporated area of Mendocino County’s first SB1066 
Time Extension Application on November 19, 2002; and 
 
WHEREAS, the County has subsequently found that it needs additional time to expand those 
programs described in its second SB1066 Time Extension request; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on the staff review of the County’s progress to-date in implementing the 
programs described in its first Plan of Correction, Board staff found that the County has made a 
good faith effort to implement those programs, but needs additional time to implement and 
expand the programs described in its second Plan of Correction; and 
 
WHEREAS, the County has submitted the necessary information and documentation required in 
a completed SB1066 Time Extension application; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff recommends the County’s proposed second Plan of Correction should 
include the development of a Construction and Demolition Ordinance by December 31, 2005, 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the County of 
Mendocino’s second SB 1066 Time Extension application for a second extension through 
December 31, 2005, to implement its SRRE and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board recommends the 
County to add the development of a Construction and Demolition Ordinance in the County’s 
second Plan of Correction. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(over) 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the jurisdiction 
to report on its progress in implementing the Plan of Correction by submitting an interim 
report, and a final report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 

status 

Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

of a 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the jurisdiction 
to report on its progress in implementing the Plan of Correction by submitting an interim status 
report, and a final report at the end of the extension in conjunction with the annual report. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 18 (Revised) 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Ukiah, 
Mendocino County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City of Ukiah (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting 
the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction and recycling programs selected in its Source 
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the proposed Plan 
of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement. The City currently has a 
45 percent diversion rate for 2001, 45 percent for 2002, and 43 percent in 2003. The City 
is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion through December 
31, 2005. Staff's analysis of the City's Plan of Correction indicates the plan is 
reasonable, given the City's waste stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results in November, 2004. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of additional programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation 

Page 18 (Revised)-1 Page 18 (Revised)-1 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 
AGENDA ITEM 18 (Revised) 

ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Ukiah, 
Mendocino County 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City of Ukiah (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting 
the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction and recycling programs selected in its Source 
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the proposed Plan 
of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement.  The City currently has a 
45 percent diversion rate for 2001, 45 percent for 2002, and 43 percent in 2003. The City 
is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion through December 
31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s Plan of Correction indicates the plan is 
reasonable, given the City’s waste stream.  
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results in November, 2004. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of additional programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good 
faith effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future 
implementation 
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V. ANALYSIS 

1.  
A. Key Issues and 

Background 
Findings 

Code (PRC) 
Agency's 

the Board 
requirement; 

programs, 
order should 

SRRE and/or failed 

a jurisdiction that 
or more time 
a maximum of 
(PRC Section 

further 
considering 

recommendations 
in this section 

for an extension. 
board disapproves 

for the disapproval." 

initially grant 
if the 

has submitted 
fmds that the jurisdiction 

identified in 
submits a 

by 
expand or start 

analysis 

diversion requirements 

Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
(jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. As a 

may find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to 

but has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
to achieve the diversion requirement. 

has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 

five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
41820). 

provides that: 
a request for an extension, the board may make 

for the implementation of alternative programs. 
shall preclude the board from disapproving any 

a request for an extension, the board shall specify 

a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
following conditions are met: 

all required planning elements; 
is making a good faith effort to implement 

its SRRE; 
plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 
the time the extension expires including: the programs 
implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 

the information below. 
2.  

Public Resources 
County, and Regional 
result of this review, 
achieved the diversion 
implement diversion 
or that a compliance 
implement its 

Alternatively, 
petition for one 
requirement for 
January 1, 2006 

PRC Section 41820(b) 
"(1) When 
specific 
(2) Nothing 
request 
(3) If the 
its reasons 

The Board may 
diversion requirements 
• The jurisdiction 
• The Board 

the programs 
• The jurisdiction 

that it will 
means of funding. 

Basis for staffs 
Staffs analysis is based upon 

City-of-Rialto Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Steam Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1997 41 48 45 45 43 6.4 15,900 47 53 

SB 1066 Data 

Extension End 
Date 

Program Review Site Visit 
by Board Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 
Increase 

12/31/2005 2005 
Interim Report 
Final Report 

10% 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  As a 
result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented programs and 
achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good faith effort to 
implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent diversion requirement; 
or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction that has failed to adequately 
implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make 
specific recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify 
its reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
 

City of Rialto Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Steam Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1997 41 48 45 45 43 6.4 15,900 47 53 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 

Date 
Program Review Site Visit 

by Board Staff 
Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 

Increase 

12/31/2005 2005 Interim Report  
Final Report  10% 
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City's geographic location: The city of Ukiah is located in a north-south oriented valley 
approximately 25 miles from the Pacific Ocean and 115 miles north of San Francisco. 
The region is known for grape propagation and winemaking, which has increased in 
importance over the past decades with the decline of the local timber industry. Tourism 
in the area is expanding, due to its rural character and favorable climate. 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction's explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staffs analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction's SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 

A. Demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 
B. Includes new or expanded source reduction, recycling, and composting programs 

the City will implement; 
C. Identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
D. Identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs. 

The jurisdiction's Plan of Correction meets the above requirements. Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction's current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit. Based on Board staff's understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction's proposed Plan of Correction to be reasonable. However, Board 
staff recommends adding a Construction and Demolition Waste Ordinance to the plan of 
correction. The jurisdiction's request and staff's analyses are explained in the attachment 
matrix (Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, 
geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per PRC 
Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim status 
report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension submitted with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
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City’s geographic location: The city of Ukiah is located in a north-south oriented valley 
approximately 25 miles from the Pacific Ocean and 115 miles north of San Francisco.  
The region is known for grape propagation and winemaking, which has increased in 
importance over the past decades with the decline of the local timber industry.  Tourism 
in the area is expanding, due to its rural character and favorable climate. 
 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  
Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     A. Demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           B. Includes new or expanded source reduction, recycling, and composting programs  
the City will implement; 

     C. Identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     D. Identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  However, Board 
staff recommends adding a Construction and Demolition Waste Ordinance to the plan of 
correction. The jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment 
matrix (Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar size, 
geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per PRC 
Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim status 
report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension submitted with the Annual Report. 
 
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
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• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 
identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 

• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that 
the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: 
programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented 
programs is provided in Attachment 2. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their first SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, 
allows the Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

it will meet 
the 

diversion 
to-date 

related 

increase 

programs 
will 

Section 

and 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for the City of Ukiah 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

72.4 19.3 0.9 3.0 1.6 0.1 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Ukiah 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

32,707 43,037 18.1 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. The jurisdiction has reported no environmental 
justice issues related to this item in this community. 
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• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 
identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 

• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 
the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their first SB1066 time extension application.   
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for the City of Ukiah 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

72.4 19.3 0.9 3.0 1.6 0.1 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Ukiah 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

32,707 43,037 18.1 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues.  The jurisdiction has reported no environmental 
justice issues related to this item in this community.   
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• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. In conjunction with the 
Mendocino Solid Waste Management Agency, the City promotes the programs to 
all of its residents with door hangers and an annual recycling guide detailing all 
programs and facilities in the county. The MSWMA's bilingual outreach 
specialist is targeting Spanish-speaking tenants, apartment managers and business 
owners to promote recycling programs within the expanding Latino community, 
and occasionally appears on Spanish-language radio. 

• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing and implementation of the 
additional programs listed in Attachment 1 of this item will help to increase the 
City's diversion rates. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions' 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City's efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated,) strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Time Extension Matrix for the City of Ukiah 
2.  SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Ukiah 
3.  Program Listing for the City of Ukiah 
4.  Resolution Number 2005-209 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Robert Horowitz Phone: (916) 341-6239 
B.  Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff: NA Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

City of Ukiah 
Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 

B.  Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  In conjunction with the 
Mendocino Solid Waste Management Agency, the City promotes the programs to 
all of its residents with door hangers and an annual recycling guide detailing all 
programs and facilities in the county.  The MSWMA’s bilingual outreach 
specialist is targeting Spanish-speaking tenants, apartment managers and business 
owners to promote recycling programs within the expanding Latino community, 
and occasionally appears on Spanish-language radio. 

• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing and implementation of the 
additional programs listed in Attachment 1 of this item will help to increase the 
City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated,) strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Ukiah 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Ukiah 
3. Program Listing for the City of Ukiah 
4. Resolution Number 2005-209 

 
VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 

A.  Program Staff:  Robert Horowitz                           Phone:  (916) 341-6239 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

City of Ukiah 
Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Ukiah's First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Multi-family and Commercial 
Recycling programs: 

• The city has well-established programs but these 
programs have not been fully embraced by apartment 
complexes and other multi-family facilities. 
Resistance from complex managers, language 
bathers, high resident turnover, and contamination 
problems have all contributed to recycling challenges 
in multi-family residences. 
• Although the city's recycling programs have been 
available to commercial establishments for no cost for 
several years, participation has been low. Lack of 
awareness of the benefits of recycling to small 
businesses, and language barriers, contribute to this 
problem. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 

• The city needs more time for the bilingual outreach 
coordinator to sell single-stream recycling to 
apartment managers and tenants. This often means 
visiting every apartment in a complex, as well as 
scheduling meetings with site management and 
residents. 

• The city needs more time to allow the bilingual 
outreach coordinator to explain the economic 
benefits of multi-material single-stream and source-
separated cardboard recycling to small businesses. 

Staff Analysis of Multi-family and 
Commercial Recycling Barriers 

• The city was a relatively early adapter, 
implementing a three-bin curbside program in 1990, 
and adding materials throughout the 1990s. The 
city implemented single-stream collection in late 
2002. 

• Single-stream collection bins were also made 
available to commercial businesses starting in late 
2002. 

. Apartment complexes in this area generally have 
enough space to place recycling bins. 

• Continual education of apartment tenants, and 
program maturation and adjustments, will be 
necessary to keep contamination down due to the 
high turnover in many complexes. 

• Hispanic-run small businesses, such as markets, 
represent a growing and yet virtually untapped 
recycling sector. It is anticipated that outreach 
informing these businesses, and others, of fmancial 
benefits and details on how to effectively 
participate, will produce significant program 
improvement. 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition programs: 
• Significant political bathers to enacting a C&D 

ordinance remain, both among elected officials 
and in the local contracting community 

C&D programs 
• Ukiah has not experienced the rapid growth seen in 
other parts of the state, so C&D is unlikely to be the 
primary factor in eroded diversion rates. However, if 
current growth patterns continue, Ukiah will soon feel 
development pressures and C&D material increases. 
• A very large, abandoned industrial site on the city's 
northern edge may soon come up for redevelopment. 
Unless a C&D recycling ordinance is in place before 
site demolition occurs, the amount of C&D waste 
generated by this site will severely depress the city's 
diversion rate. 
• Disposal costs in Ukiah are still relatively cheap 
(about $12 a truckload), so the savings from 
separating C&D waste may not be enough to 
encourage all contractors or homeowners to separate 
materials and recycle. Also, The Ukiah transfer 
station is small but busy; minimal opportunities exist 
to scavenge C&D from unsorted waste once it hits the 
transfer station floor. Therefore, an ordinance is 

• Ukiah is a relatively small city with limited 
resources; staff to implement or enforce new 
programs or ordinances may not be readily 
available. 

• The Ukiah transfer station, operated by the 
city's franchisee, already provides significant 
fmancial incentives to separate C&D materials. 
Disposing of clean wood, drywall, concrete, 
rubble and scrap metal costs half as much as 
dumping unsorted waste. 

• The county and the Mendocino Solid Waste 
Management Authority have promoted 
voluntary C&D recycling though their annual 
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City of Ukiah’s First Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Multi-family and Commercial 
Recycling programs: 
 
• The city has well-established programs but these 
programs have not been fully embraced by apartment 
complexes and other multi-family facilities.  
Resistance from complex managers, language 
barriers, high resident turnover, and contamination 
problems have all contributed to recycling challenges 
in multi-family residences. 
• Although the city’s recycling programs have been 
available to commercial establishments for no cost for 
several years, participation has been low.  Lack of 
awareness of the benefits of recycling to small 
businesses, and language barriers, contribute to this 
problem. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
 
• The city needs more time for the bilingual outreach 

coordinator to sell single-stream recycling to 
apartment managers and tenants.  This often means 
visiting every apartment in a complex, as well as 
scheduling meetings with site management and 
residents. 

• The city needs more time to allow the bilingual 
outreach coordinator to explain the economic 
benefits of multi-material single-stream and source-
separated cardboard recycling to small businesses. 

Staff Analysis of Multi-family and 
Commercial Recycling Barriers 
 
• The city was a relatively early adapter, 

implementing a three-bin curbside program in 1990, 
and adding materials throughout the 1990s.  The 
city implemented single-stream collection in late 
2002. 

• Single-stream collection bins were also made 
available to commercial businesses starting in late 
2002. 

• Apartment complexes in this area generally have 
enough space to place recycling bins. 

• Continual education of apartment tenants, and 
program maturation and adjustments, will be 
necessary to keep contamination down due to the 
high turnover in many complexes. 

• Hispanic-run small businesses, such as markets, 
represent a growing and yet virtually untapped 
recycling sector.  It is anticipated that outreach 
informing these businesses, and others, of financial 
benefits and details on how to effectively 
participate, will produce significant program 
improvement. 

 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition programs: 
• Significant political barriers to enacting a C&D 

ordinance remain, both among elected officials 
and in the local contracting community. 

• Ukiah is a relatively small city with limited 
resources; staff to implement or enforce new 
programs or ordinances may not be readily 
available. 

• The Ukiah transfer station, operated by the 
city’s franchisee, already provides significant 
financial incentives to separate C&D materials.  
Disposing of clean wood, drywall, concrete, 
rubble and scrap metal costs half as much as 
dumping unsorted waste. 

• The county and the Mendocino Solid Waste 
Management Authority have promoted 
voluntary C&D recycling though their annual 

C&D programs 
• Ukiah has not experienced the rapid growth seen in 
other parts of the state, so C&D is unlikely to be the 
primary factor in eroded diversion rates.  However, if 
current growth patterns continue, Ukiah will soon feel 
development pressures and C&D material increases. 
• A very large, abandoned industrial site on the city’s 
northern edge may soon come up for redevelopment.  
Unless a C&D recycling ordinance is in place before 
site demolition occurs, the amount of C&D waste 
generated by this site will severely depress the city’s 
diversion rate. 
• Disposal costs in Ukiah are still relatively cheap 
(about $12 a truckload), so the savings from 
separating C&D waste may not be enough to 
encourage all contractors or homeowners to separate 
materials and recycle.  Also, The Ukiah transfer 
station is small but busy; minimal opportunities exist 
to scavenge C&D from unsorted waste once it hits the 
transfer station floor.  Therefore, an ordinance is 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 18 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 1 

recycling guide and other materials available to 
contractors for several years. 

Reasons for Second Time Extension 

• Time is needed to convince local leaders that a 
C&D ordinance will be effective and not unduly 
burdensome on the local business climate, and will 
not result in illegal dumping or other unwanted 
activities. 

• City staff will need time to identify resources to 
implement and enforce any adopted ordinance, 
including training of employees or identifying 
outside personnel to assume those duties. 

needed. 
• There appears to be ample C&D recycling 
infrastructure in and around the city to handle 
increased amounts of C&D recycling. A concrete 
crushing site and a wood recycling operation are on 
the city's northern edge. About 10 miles northeast of 
town is a large composter willing and anxious to 
accept wood and drywall. In addition, a large C&D 
recycling operation is slated to open in neighboring 
Lake County in mid-2005. 
• The town of Willits in Mendocino County recently 
adopted a C&D ordinance, and local leaders are 
watching the impact of that law closely. The Willits 
ordinance is aimed at demolition and large 
construction projects. Most remodels and small 
construction projects are exempt from specific 
requirements of the Willits ordinance, but the city 
expects contractors or homeowners on those types of 
projects to participate on a voluntary basis. 

Other Barriers 

• The city of Ukiah has a 1997 base year which may 
not accurately quantify the local waste stream. 
• The Ukiah Transfer station is at the center of an 
ongoing Disposal Reporting System inquiry which 
has resulted in tons being allocated to all of 
Mendocino County which the Mendocino Solid 
Waste Management Authority says were not produced 
within the county. 

Staff's Analysis of Other Barriers 

• The new base year will be developed by the 
Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority in 
cooperation with the Board and using the Board's 
models. Based on preliminary estimates of Ukiah's 
2003 diversion, which do not include a detailed 
accounting of private sector efforts, we expect the new 
base year to result in a more positive and accurate 
portrait of disposal and diversion in Ukiah. 
• Procedures were recently put into place at the transfer 
station which will result in more self-haul loads being 
weighed instead of being charged by volume. Disposal 
reporting investigations by the Mendocino Solid Waste 
Management Authority continue. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB (Residential Curbside Recycling) 
Expansion of no-cost single-stream residential 
recycling into the multi-family sector through 
distribution of on-site containers, intensive outreach, 
meetings with managers and tenants, and extensive 
education. 

The city's apartment dwellers have so far 
been underserved with regard to curbside 
recycling. The recent conversion to 
single-stream recycling makes multi-
family recycling more feasible. 
However, diligent outreach efforts and 
continuing education of tenants will be 
crucial to the success of the program. 

5% 
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recycling guide and other materials available to 
contractors for several years. 

 

Reasons for Second Time Extension 

• Time is needed to convince local leaders that a 
C&D ordinance will be effective and not unduly 
burdensome on the local business climate, and will 
not result in illegal dumping or other unwanted 
activities.  

• City staff will need time to identify resources to 
implement and enforce any adopted ordinance, 
including training of employees or identifying 
outside personnel to assume those duties. 

 

needed. 
• There appears to be ample C&D recycling 
infrastructure in and around the city to handle 
increased amounts of C&D recycling.  A concrete 
crushing site and a wood recycling operation are on 
the city’s northern edge.  About 10 miles northeast of 
town is a large composter willing and anxious to 
accept wood and drywall.  In addition, a large C&D 
recycling operation is slated to open in neighboring 
Lake County in mid-2005. 
• The town of Willits in Mendocino County recently 
adopted a C&D ordinance, and local leaders are 
watching the impact of that law closely. The Willits 
ordinance is aimed at demolition and large 
construction projects.  Most remodels and small 
construction projects are exempt from specific 
requirements of the Willits ordinance, but the city 
expects contractors or homeowners on those types of 
projects to participate on a voluntary basis.  

Other Barriers 
 
• The city of Ukiah has a 1997 base year which may 
not accurately quantify the local waste stream. 
• The Ukiah Transfer station is at the center of an 
ongoing Disposal Reporting System inquiry which 
has resulted in tons being allocated to all of 
Mendocino County which the Mendocino Solid 
Waste Management Authority says were not produced 
within the county. 

Staff’s Analysis of Other Barriers 
 
• The new base year will be developed by the 
Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority in 
cooperation with the Board and using the Board’s 
models.  Based on preliminary estimates of Ukiah’s 
2003 diversion, which do not include a detailed 
accounting of private sector efforts, we expect the new 
base year to result in a more positive and accurate 
portrait of disposal and diversion in Ukiah.   
• Procedures were recently put into place at the transfer 
station which will result in more self-haul loads being 
weighed instead of being charged by volume.  Disposal 
reporting investigations by the Mendocino Solid Waste 
Management Authority continue. 
 

 
 
 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB (Residential Curbside Recycling) 
Expansion of no-cost single-stream residential 
recycling into the multi-family sector through  
distribution of on-site containers, intensive outreach, 
meetings with managers and tenants, and extensive 
education. 

The city’s apartment dwellers have so far 
been underserved with regard to curbside 
recycling.  The recent conversion to 
single-stream recycling makes multi-
family recycling more feasible.  
However, diligent outreach efforts and 
continuing education of tenants will be 
crucial to the success of the program. 

5% 
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2030-RC-OSP (Commercial On-site Pickup) 
Expansion of no-cost single-stream commercial 
recycling and source separated pickup into the 
growing Hispanic business sector and any other non- 
participating businesses, through intensive outreach 
and one-on-one meetings with proprietors. 

Although recycling has been available to 
commercial establishments in Ukiah for 
several years, participating rates have 
been low. A concerted effort to recruit 
more commercial customers should yield 
measurable results. 

3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 8% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2003 Generation Estimate 43% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 51% 

Support Programs Staff Analysis 

5010-ED-PRN Print 

The Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 
(MSWMA), a joint powers agency which includes 
the city among its membership, will continue to 
promote local recycling programs through a printed 
annual recycling guide, cart hangers and other 
methods. 

The annual recycling guide is a multi-page publication with 
information about all programs and recycling opportunities. 
This guide is very comprehensive and provides detailed and 
updated information to all program participants. 

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 

The MSWMA has hired a full-time bilingual outreach 
specialist who actively recruits multi-family and 
commercial customers for the new single-stream, no- 
cost recycling programs. 

The outreach specialist started in March of 2005 and will 
continue his work indefinitely, not only on behalf of Ukiah, 
but also within the unincorporated areas surrounding the 
city. Due to the large number of commercial and multi-
family facilities that need to be brought on board, and the 
need for Spanish speaking contact, this outreach effort is 
critical. 

6020-PI-ORD Ordinance 

City staff will prepare and submit to the city council a 
Construction & Demolition Recycling Ordinance. 

This will be critical, as the Bay Area development boom 
gets closer to Ukiah's door. The abandoned Masonite 
factory remains a potential target for redevelopment. 

New Waste Generation Study 

The City will seek to establish a new base year of 
2005. In addition, they continue to work with the 
MSWMA on investigations of suspected disposal 
tonnage inaccuracies. 

The city has hired the Mendocino Solid Waste Management 
Agency to prepare a generation study which will accurately 
quantify all waste diverted within the city as best as 
possible. The generation study will be presented to the 
CIWMB, with a request to establish a New Base Year, in 
2006. Staff feels this is the best way to get up to date 
information on diversion, and to show areas in need of 
further program development. 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 18 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 1 

2030-RC-OSP (Commercial On-site Pickup) 
Expansion of no-cost single-stream commercial 
recycling and source separated pickup into the 
growing Hispanic business sector and any other non-
participating businesses, through intensive outreach 
and one-on-one meetings with proprietors. 

Although recycling has been available to 
commercial establishments in Ukiah for 
several years, participating rates have 
been low.  A concerted effort to recruit 
more commercial customers should yield 
measurable results. 

3% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 8% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From 2003 Generation Estimate 43% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  51% 

 
 
Support Programs Staff Analysis 

5010-ED-PRN Print 
 
The Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 
(MSWMA), a joint powers agency which includes 
the city among its membership, will continue to 
promote local recycling programs through a printed 
annual recycling guide, cart hangers and other 
methods. 

 
 
The annual recycling guide is a multi-page publication with 
information about all programs and recycling opportunities.  
This guide is very comprehensive and provides detailed and 
updated information to all program participants.  

5020-ED-OUT Outreach 
 
The MSWMA has hired a full-time bilingual outreach 
specialist who actively recruits multi-family and 
commercial customers for the new single-stream, no-
cost recycling programs. 
 

 
 
The outreach specialist started in March of 2005 and will 
continue his work indefinitely, not only on behalf of Ukiah,  
but also within the unincorporated areas surrounding the 
city.  Due to the large number of commercial and multi-
family facilities that need to be brought on board, and the 
need for Spanish speaking contact, this outreach effort is 
critical. 

6020-PI-ORD Ordinance 
 
City staff will prepare and submit to the city council a  
Construction & Demolition Recycling Ordinance. 

  
This will be critical, as the Bay Area development boom 
gets closer to Ukiah’s door.  The abandoned Masonite 
factory remains a potential target for redevelopment.   

New Waste Generation Study 
 
The City will seek to establish a new base year of 
2005.  In addition, they continue to work with the 
MSWMA on investigations of suspected disposal 
tonnage inaccuracies.  

 
The city has hired the Mendocino Solid Waste Management 
Agency to prepare a generation study which will accurately 
quantify all waste diverted within the city as best as 
possible.  The generation study will be presented to the 
CIWMB, with a request to establish a New Base Year, in 
2006.  Staff feels this is the best way to get up to date 
information on diversion, and to show areas in need of 
further program development. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341.6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4026 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion ReqUirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information In this document is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf at 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Ukiah 

County 

Mendocino 

Autho A A natric  rallo 

i 
cerch-C7 

Title 

General Manager, Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Michael Sweeney, authorized by City of Ukiah 
public works director Diana Steele 6/21/05 

Date 

June 21, 2005 

n . 

Phone 

(707) 488-9110 

Person Completing This Fenn (please print or type) 

Michael Sweeney 

Title 

General Manager, Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority 

Phone 

(707)468 9710 

E-mail Address 

swccney@pacific.nct 

Fax 

(707)462 7795 

Melling Address 

P.O. Box in 

City 

Ukiah 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

95482 

TOTAL P.01 
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This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

A Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

0 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? A No ❑ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

 

Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 
 

1.  Eligibility  
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)?  

 No.   If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 
2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 
 

Please specify the request desired. 
 

   Time Extension Request 
 

Specific years requested _2005______________ 
 
Is this a second request?  No   Yes Specific years requested. _     ______________ 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

 
   Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

 
Specific ADR requested _     __________%, for the years_     _________. 
 
Is this a second ADR request?  No    Yes Specific ADR requested _     ____%, for the  
years _     _______ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

 
Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006.  An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

Ukiah has long-standing and effective solid waste diversion programs, but is currently bedeviled by solid waste 
measurement difficulties. The city reported a 48% diversion rate in 2000, and a 45% rate in both 2001 and 
2002, all sufficient to receive a good faith effort designation. Unfortunately, diversion rates calculated using the 
adjustment method and the current base year have continued to erode, despite steady improvements to 
programs. Disposal Reporting System issues appear to be exacerbating this problem. A cursory tally of 
diversion from city programs indicates the diversion rate is significantly higher than the adjustment method 
would suggest. Therefore, the city (through the city-county JPA) has committed to conducting a full-fledged 
waste generation study to establish a new base year for 2005. In the mean time, the city continues to improve 
its diversion programs in the most difficult sectors, including recycling at businesses and at multi-family 
residential complexes. In conjunction with the Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority (MSWMA), the 
city continues to resolve disposal reporting issues. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The city implemented significant improvements to its curbside recycling and greenwaste programs in late 2002, but 
these improvements have not yet impacted the adjustment-method-calculated diversion numbers, and there is 
potential for improvement in participation in the business and apartment sectors. To promote these programs, 
the Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority recently hired a bilingual outreach specialist, whose specific 
job is to sell the benefits of single-stream recycling to residents and managers of multi-family residences, as 
well as to promote single-stream recycling and an improved curbside greenwaste program to owners and 
managers of small businesses. The bilingual outreach specialist will be available to the City during 2005 and 
beyond. In addition, the city recognizes the importance of the construction and demolition waste stream, and 
will use the additional time prepare a C&D ordinance for consideration by the City Council. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

Ukiah was a leader among small cities, introducing its first curbside recycling program in 1990. The program grew 
over the years, including more material types. In late 2002, the city introduced curbside single-stream recycling 
collection for residents and businesses, replacing the old source-separated collection system. The new program 
includes green waste carts for all residents. Trash service fees in Ukiah are volume-related, and provide a strong 
incentive for diversion. There is no extra charge for recycling or green waste, either for commercial or residential 
customers. Complete recycling buy-back and drop-off are available at the Ukiah Transfer Station for self-haulers. 
The planning department strongly encourages diversion by C&D permit applicants. Therefore, staff will present a 
construction and demolition ordinance to the city council for its consideration. In addition, the city actively promotes 
its diversion programs through the franchised hauler, city bill inserts, and comprehensive MSWMA outreach 
program. 

 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s progress in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 
1.   Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

Ukiah has long-standing and effective solid waste diversion programs, but is currently bedeviled by solid waste 
measurement difficulties.  The city reported a 48% diversion rate in 2000, and a 45% rate in both 2001 and 
2002, all sufficient to receive a good faith effort designation.  Unfortunately, diversion rates calculated using the 
adjustment method and the current base year have continued to erode, despite steady improvements to 
programs.  Disposal Reporting System issues appear to be exacerbating this problem.  A cursory tally of 
diversion from city programs indicates the diversion rate is significantly higher than the adjustment method 
would suggest.  Therefore, the city (through the city-county JPA) has committed to conducting a full-fledged 
waste generation study to establish a new base year for 2005.   In the mean time, the city continues to improve 
its diversion programs in the most difficult sectors, including recycling at businesses and at multi-family 
residential complexes.  In conjunction with the Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority (MSWMA), the 
city continues to resolve disposal reporting issues. 

 2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The city implemented significant improvements to its curbside recycling and greenwaste programs in late 2002, but 
these improvements have not yet impacted the adjustment-method-calculated diversion numbers, and there is 
potential for improvement in participation in the business and apartment sectors.  To promote these programs, 
the Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority recently hired a bilingual outreach specialist, whose specific 
job is to sell the benefits of single-stream recycling to residents and managers of multi-family residences, as 
well as to promote single-stream recycling and an improved curbside greenwaste program to owners and 
managers of small businesses.  The bilingual outreach specialist will be available to the City during 2005 and  
beyond.  In addition, the city recognizes the importance of the construction and demolition waste stream, and 
will use the additional time prepare a C&D ordinance for consideration by the City Council. 

3.   Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

Ukiah was a leader among small cities, introducing its first curbside recycling program in 1990.  The program grew 
over the years, including more material types.  In late 2002, the city introduced curbside single-stream recycling 
collection for residents and businesses, replacing the old source-separated collection system.  The new program 
includes green waste carts for all residents.  Trash service fees in Ukiah are volume-related, and provide a strong 
incentive for diversion.  There is no extra charge for recycling or green waste, either for commercial or residential 
customers. Complete recycling buy-back and drop-off are available at the Ukiah Transfer Station for self-haulers. 
The planning department strongly encourages diversion by C&D permit applicants.  Therefore, staff will present a 
construction and demolition ordinance to the city council for its consideration.  In addition, the city actively promotes 
its diversion programs through the franchised hauler, city bill inserts, and comprehensive MSWMA outreach 
program. 
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4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

The City's landfill, the last operating disposal site in inland Mendocino County, closed in 2001. All waste is 
exported, exacerbating disposal reporting difficulties. This gives the city a strong incentive to reduce disposal, as 
costs may escalate in the future. In addition to those issues, the city's base year is now 8 years old. Readily-
available diversion numbers for 2003 show that the base-year isn't being correctly projected forward by the 
adjustment method. MSWMA to conduct a study of all solid waste diverted in the city, to support an application for 
a new base year. The overall record shows that Ukiah has always been an enthusiastic supporter of the state's 
diversion goals and that it is exceptionally responsive to the challenges of compliance with the state mandates. 

 

4.   Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

The City's landfill, the last operating disposal site in inland Mendocino County, closed in 2001.  All waste is 
exported, exacerbating disposal reporting difficulties.  This gives the city a strong incentive to reduce disposal, as 
costs may escalate in the future.  In addition to those issues, the city's base year is now 8 years old.  Readily-
available diversion numbers for 2003 show that the base-year isn't being correctly projected forward by the 
adjustment method.  MSWMA to conduct a study of all solid waste diverted in the city, to support an application for 
a new base year.  The overall record shows that Ukiah has always been an enthusiastic supporter of the state's 
diversion goals and that it is exceptionally responsive to the challenges of compliance with the state mandates. 
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Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

 

 

Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s efforts in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

      

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 
 
      

3. Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

      

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
 

     . 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 53 Non-residential % 47 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2000-RC-CRB Expand 

Expand to better serve multifamily complexes through 
services of bilingual outreach specialist who will work 
with tenants, managers and the franchised hauler to 
help them realize the benefits of no-cost single-stream 
recycling. 

MSWMA Dec 2005 5 

2030-RC-OSP Expand 

Expand no-cost single-stream recycling use by 
commercial customers by waste auditing by MSWMA 
recycling outreach specialist. 

MSWMA Dec. 2005 3 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
8 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 43 (separate 
estimate) 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 51 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

6020-PI-ORD Ordinances New Staff will prepare and submit to the City Council for their 
consideration a Construction & Demolition recycling ordinance 

Dec. 05 

Waste Generation Study New City will prepare new base year to provide better estimate of actual 
diversion 

Feb. 06 

 

 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 53 Non-residential % 47 

 
PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board’s 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
2000-RC-CRB 

 
 
Expand 

Expand to better serve multifamily complexes through 
services of bilingual outreach specialist who will work 
with tenants, managers and the franchised hauler to 
help them realize the benefits of no-cost single-stream 
recycling. 

 
MSWMA 

 
Dec 2005 

 
5 

 
 
 
2030-RC-OSP 

 
 
 
Expand 

Expand no-cost single-stream recycling use by 
commercial customers by waste auditing by MSWMA 
recycling outreach specialist. 

 
MSWMA 

 
Dec. 2005 

 
3 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
8 

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 43 (separate 
estimate) 

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 51 

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPANDED 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 
 
6020-PI-ORD  Ordinances 

 
New 

 
Staff will prepare and submit to the City Council for their 
consideration a Construction & Demolition recycling ordinance 

 
Dec. 05 

 
Waste Generation Study 

 
New 

 
City will prepare new base year to provide better estimate of actual 
diversion  

 
Feb. 06 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 

 

Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

 
Residential %       Non-residential %       

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board’s Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG
Central/PARIS/Codes/
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
      

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report  
      

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  
      

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 
 
 
      

 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

       
      

 

Board Meeting
August 16-17, 2005

Agenda Item 18
Attachment 2



Board Meeting Agenda Item 18 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2 

Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

 

 

Section V – PARIS 
Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction’s Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction’s PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions.  
 
Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board’s website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/. 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Ukiah July 6,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N 1997 PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1   
 Program Listing for Date Printed   
 Ukiah July 6,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N 1997 PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Ukiah July 6,2005 

Pre 1995 1995   1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001 2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO D 99 DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3040-CM-FWC N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Food Waste Composting 

3060-CM-GOV N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Composting Programs 

4010-SP-SLG N N 1998 NA NA NA Al AO AO AO AO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Ukiah July 6,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO D 99 DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3040-CM-FWC N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Food Waste Composting 

 3060-CM-GOV N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 4010-SP-SLG N N 1998 NA NA NA AI AO AO AO AO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Ukiah July 6,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N N 1997 NA NA Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Ordinances 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N N 1997 NA NA AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6000-PI-PLB N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N N 1993 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Ordinances 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Ukiah July 6,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

7000-FR-MRF N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN N Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO D DE 
Landfill 

7020-FR-TST N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9030-HH-WSE N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Waste Exchange 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Other HHW 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 7000-FR-MRF N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN N Y NA SO SO SO SO SO SO D DE 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9030-HH-WSE N Y 1996 PF SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Other HHW 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Pre 1995  1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program 

Add any 

Code Existed Sicted? 

additional programs below 

Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing 
AO = Alternative Ongoing 
SI = Selected Implemented 

D = Dropped 
DE = Dropped 
NI = Selected 

1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 

AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program 
or 

did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
Application:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-209 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Ukiah, 
Mendocino County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Ukiah has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension application 
with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Ukiah's 
SB 1066 application for a time extension through December, 2005, to implement the programs 
identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

Page (2005-209) 

 

Page (2005-209)  

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 18 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 4  

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-209 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Ukiah, 
Mendocino County 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Ukiah has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension application 
with the information and documentation required;  
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Ukiah’s 
SB 1066 application for a time extension through December, 2005, to implement the programs 
identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 
AGENDA ITEM 19 

ITEM 
Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2002 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge 
Diversion Credit, For The City Of Redding, Shasta County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Redding (City) has requested to change its base year to 2002. The request 
includes the City's petition for sludge diversion credit and has submitted documentation 
showing that sludge is being diverted in a manner that protects the public health, safety and 
the environment. The City has requested a 55 percent diversion rate for the 2002 new base 
year. With the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff-recommended 
new base year, the City's diversion rate would be 51 percent for 2002. In addition, the City 
has submitted documentation showing it meets the statutory conditions for claiming biomass 
diversion credit in 2002. With the aforementioned staff-recommended new base year and the 
staff-recommended biomass diversion, the City's diversion rate would be 52 percent, of 
which 1 percent is from biomass diversion. A complete listing of the City's implemented 
programs is provided in Attachment 1 of this agenda item. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
At its September 21-22, 1999 meeting, the Board approved a correction to the City's 
1990 base year. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may: 
1. Approve the City's base-year change as originally submitted with its petition for 

sludge diversion credit, as well as its biomass diversion claim. 
2. Approve the City's base-year change as originally submitted, disapprove its petition 

for sludge diversion credit, and approve its biomass diversion claim. 
3. Approve the City's base-year change as originally submitted and disapprove its 

petition for sludge diversion credit as well as its biomass diversion claim 
4. Approve the City's base-year change with staffs and/or Board-suggested modifications 

with its petition for sludge diversion credit, as well as its biomass diversion claim. 
5. Approve the City's base-year change with staff's and/or Board-suggested 

modifications, disapprove its petition for sludge diversion credit, and approve its 
biomass diversion claim. 

6. Approve the City's base-year change with staff's and/or Board-suggested 
modifications but disapprove its petition for sludge diversion credit and disapprove its 
biomass diversion claim. 

7. Disapprove the City's base-year change. The Board will reconsider the petition for 
sludge diversion credit at a future date. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 4: Approve the City's base-year 
change with staffs and/or Board-suggested modifications with its petition for sludge 
diversion credit, as well as its biomass diversion claim. 

Page 19-1 Page 19-1 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2002 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge 
Diversion Credit, For The City Of Redding, Shasta County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Redding (City) has requested to change its base year to 2002.  The request 
includes the City’s petition for sludge diversion credit and has submitted documentation 
showing that sludge is being diverted in a manner that protects the public health, safety and 
the environment. The City has requested a 55 percent diversion rate for the 2002 new base 
year.  With the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff-recommended 
new base year, the City’s diversion rate would be 51 percent for 2002.  In addition, the City 
has submitted documentation showing it meets the statutory conditions for claiming biomass 
diversion credit in 2002.  With the aforementioned staff-recommended new base year and the 
staff-recommended biomass diversion, the City’s diversion rate would be 52 percent, of 
which 1 percent is from biomass diversion. A complete listing of the City’s implemented 
programs is provided in Attachment 1 of this agenda item. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
At its September 21-22, 1999 meeting, the Board approved a correction to the City’s 
1990 base year. 

 
III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 

The Board may: 
1. Approve the City's base-year change as originally submitted with its petition for 

sludge diversion credit, as well as its biomass diversion claim. 
2. Approve the City's base-year change as originally submitted, disapprove its petition 

for sludge diversion credit, and approve its biomass diversion claim. 
3. Approve the City's base-year change as originally submitted and disapprove its 

petition for sludge diversion credit as well as its biomass diversion claim. 
4. Approve the City’s base-year change with staff’s and/or Board-suggested modifications 

with its petition for sludge diversion credit, as well as its biomass diversion claim. 
5. Approve the City’s base-year change with staff’s and/or Board-suggested 

modifications, disapprove its petition for sludge diversion credit, and approve its 
biomass diversion claim. 

6. Approve the City’s base-year change with staff’s and/or Board-suggested 
modifications but disapprove its petition for sludge diversion credit and disapprove its 
biomass diversion claim.  

7. Disapprove the City’s base-year change.  The Board will reconsider the petition for 
sludge diversion credit at a future date. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Board staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 4:  Approve the City’s base-year 
change with staff’s and/or Board-suggested modifications with its petition for sludge 
diversion credit, as well as its biomass diversion claim. 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

1. Background 
41031 (cities) and 

on the quantities 
that are as accurate 

methods for jurisdictions 
generation data. 

establish a more current 

analysis 

41331 (counties) require information submitted 
of solid waste generated, diverted, and disposed 

as possible. At its March 1997 meeting, the 
to use for improving the accuracy of 

One of the approved methods allows a 
base year. 

information below. 
2.  

Existing 

PRC Sections 
by jurisdictions 
of, to include data 
Board approved 
their base-year 
jurisdiction to 

Basis for staff's 
Staff's analysis is based upon the 

Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
City of Redding 2002 Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

2002 ND ND ND 51%* 12.25** 84,600 78% 22% 

Note: ND = Not determined, 
new base year. 
*This value is based on the 

Change" section below 
** (Note: The pounds of waste 

to the high percentage of 
generation percentage is 

The City of Redding is 
149.4 miles from Santa 
about 22%. It is estimated 
an annual rate of 2.6 percent. 

Base-Year Change: 

as prior years diversion rates are not recalculated once a jurisdiction establishes a 

staff recommended (2002) base year change, discussed in the "Base Year 
and includes the City's petition for sludge diversion credit. 

generated by per person per day are higher than the statewide average due 
construction and demolition diversion. Additionally, the non-residential 
significantly higher than the residential generation percentage.) 

located in Shasta County, about 146.7 miles from Sacramento and 
Rosa. Through the 1990's Redding's population has grown by 

that in recent years Redding's population has been growing at 

to change its base year from 1990 to 2002. At its March 1997 
methods for jurisdictions to use for improving the accuracy 
data. One of the approved methods allows a jurisdiction to 

base year. The City considers the 2002 data to be more accurate 
There was no extrapolation of diversion data included. 

generation in 2002, the City used disposal data from the Board's 
The City also collected diversion information from the 

The City has requested 
meeting, the Board approved 
of their base-year generation 
establish a more current 
and the best available. 

To estimate the waste 
Disposal Reporting System. 
activities listed below. 

Program Description 
Residential: 

Residential Curbside 
Recycling 

The City operates its own curbside recycling program. The program began as a 3-bin 
pilot in November 1990 collecting from 2,500 homes and led to full implementation 
in 1992. In 1994 the program was expanded to a single bin for all single family 
residences and large cans to many multiple family residences. Fully automated 
curbside recycling began in January 2002. All City single-family dwellings 
(approximately 24,500 residential customers) have either a 64-gallon or 96-gallon 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

1.  Background 
PRC Sections 41031 (cities) and 41331 (counties) require information submitted 
by jurisdictions on the quantities of solid waste generated, diverted, and disposed 
of, to include data that are as accurate as possible.  At its March 1997 meeting, the 
Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use for improving the accuracy of 
their base-year generation data.  One of the approved methods allows a 
jurisdiction to establish a more current base year.   

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis 

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
 

Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
Diversion Rate Data (Percent) Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

City of Redding 2002 Waste Stream Data 
Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day  
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

2002 ND ND ND 51%* 12.25** 84,600 78% 22% 
 

Note: ND = Not determined, as prior years diversion rates are not recalculated once a jurisdiction establishes a 
new base year. 
*This value is based on the staff recommended (2002) base year change, discussed in the “Base Year 

Change” section below and includes the City’s petition for sludge diversion credit. 
** (Note:  The pounds of waste generated by per person per day are higher than the statewide average due 

to the high percentage of construction and demolition diversion.  Additionally, the non-residential 
generation percentage is significantly higher than the residential generation percentage.) 

 
The City of Redding is located in Shasta County, about 146.7 miles from Sacramento and 
149.4 miles from Santa Rosa. Through the 1990's Redding's population has grown by 
about 22%. It is estimated that in recent years Redding's population has been growing at 
an annual rate of 2.6 percent.  
 
Base-Year Change: 
The City has requested to change its base year from 1990 to 2002.  At its March 1997 
meeting, the Board approved methods for jurisdictions to use for improving the accuracy 
of their base-year generation data.  One of the approved methods allows a jurisdiction to 
establish a more current base year.  The City considers the 2002 data to be more accurate 
and the best available.  There was no extrapolation of diversion data included. 

   
To estimate the waste generation in 2002, the City used disposal data from the Board’s 
Disposal Reporting System.  The City also collected diversion information from the 
activities listed below. 
 

Program Description 
Residential: 

Residential Curbside 
Recycling  

The City operates its own curbside recycling program. The program began as a 3-bin 
pilot in November 1990 collecting from 2,500 homes and led to full implementation 
in 1992.  In 1994 the program was expanded to a single bin for all single family 
residences and large cans to many multiple family residences. Fully automated 
curbside recycling began in January 2002.  All City single-family dwellings 
(approximately 24,500 residential customers) have either a 64-gallon or 96-gallon 

http://www.idcide.com/citydata/ca/sacramento.htm
http://www.idcide.com/citydata/ca/santa-rosa.htm
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recycling cart. 

Residential Drop-off 

Residential drop-off recycling has been provided at the landfill since 1991. 
Additionally, in 1995 the City's expanded transfer station and Material Recovery 
Facility (MRF) was designed to offer free, comprehensive one-stop reuse and 
recycling opportunities. 

Residential Buyback 
Convenient residential buyback recycling is provided at the 8 certified recycling 
centers located in the City. 

Residential Curbside 
Greenwaste Collection 

The City operates its own residential greenwaste collection service, which was 
originally implemented in 1992, collecting up to 6 cans of greenwaste per household. 
The program was expanded in 1996 to include leaf collection at the curb. In 2001 the 
City implemented its fully automated greenwaste program, offering both 96 and 64 
gallon carts to customers (or smaller if requested). There is no charge for either the 
first or second cart. Christmas trees may either be placed in the cart or alongside. 
According to the city's SB 1066 Update reports, switching to the automated cart 
system increased volume by 92% for the first full year. The material is composted at 
the City's 4.5 acre compost facility. 

Residential Self-Haul 
Greenwaste 

Residents may bring clean greenwaste to the MRF/Transfer Station at significantly 
reduced tipping fees. The material is then composted at the City's 4.5 acre compost 
facility. 

Commercial: 

Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 
As a part of the non-residential waste audits, diversion data were collected from local 
businesses, schools, and City parks that divert green waste from the landfill through 
grasscycling. 

Backyard and On-site 
Composting/Mulching 

In addition to promoting backyard and on-site composting/mulching through 
brochures at appropriate venues, talk shows, and a demonstration site, the City 
quantified diversion resulting from the Fire Department's annual fire prevention 
efforts. The Fire Department prepares vegetative clearance at vacant lots for fire 
prevention purposes, through which the materials (mostly Manzanita) are cut, 
chipped and blown on-site as mulch to avoid water run off. 

Business Waste Reduction 
Program 

Over the past five years, the City has performed free waste assessments for 
approximately half of its larger businesses (the top 200 were targeted). Additionally, 
diversion tonnage was collected during the non-residential waste audits from a 
number of businesses that have implemented source reduction activities, such as 
packaging, electronics and pallet reuse. 

Government Source 
Reduction 

In 1993 the City implemented a paper reduction program which included routing 
memos, double-sided copying, eliminating legal-sized paper, electronic mapping, e-
mail, and reducing the numbers of Council packets and attachments to Council 
reports. Additionally, the City has an in-house courier service that provides reusable 
routing envelopes for nearly all in-house routing. The City quantified 150 tons of 
such internal source reduction activities. Additionally, the City reported diversion 
tonnage for grasscycling at 169 acres of City parks and 260 acres at Cal Trans 
(mowed twice a year) as well as asphalt and concrete reuse from CalTrans projects. 

Material Exchange/Thrift 
Shops 

In addition to hosting a number of local thrift shops, the transfer station has a drop-
off area for reusable general household, business, and building items, which are sold 
at bi-monthly auctions. The City also obtained diversion data from a local business 
that redistributes food that would otherwise be disposed (e.g., breads) to those in 
need as a part of the nonresidential waste audits. 

Commercial On-Site Pickup 

The City started collecting office paper and cardboard from businesses in 1990, 
augmenting the program in 1992 by adding beverage and food container collection 
from bars/restaurants, schools, offices and multi-family accounts. Such recycling 
services are provided at no additional cost to the existing refuse fees (incentive). The 
City's new commercial recycling program is called Blue for Business. This is a single 
stream recycling program for all mixed recyclables. Multi-family units are being 
evaluated by City staff on a case-by-case basis to determine the unique needs of each 
housing unit as well as the appropriateness of containers, space requirements and the 
likelihood of contamination. Both programs continue to expand on a daily basis. 
Additionally, although the City has an exclusive garbage collection contract, 
recycling services may be provided in lieu of or in addition to the City's program as 
long as there is no charge. 
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recycling cart.   

Residential Drop-off 

Residential drop-off recycling has been provided at the landfill since 1991. 
Additionally, in 1995 the City’s expanded transfer station and Material Recovery 
Facility (MRF) was designed to offer free, comprehensive one-stop reuse and 
recycling opportunities.   

Residential Buyback  Convenient residential buyback recycling is provided at the 8 certified recycling 
centers located in the City.   

Residential Curbside 
Greenwaste Collection 

The City operates its own residential greenwaste collection service, which was 
originally implemented in 1992, collecting up to 6 cans of greenwaste per household.  
The program was expanded in 1996 to include leaf collection at the curb. In 2001 the 
City implemented its fully automated greenwaste program, offering both 96 and 64 
gallon carts to customers (or smaller if requested). There is no charge for either the 
first or second cart.  Christmas trees may either be placed in the cart or alongside. 
According to the city’s SB 1066 Update reports, switching to the automated cart 
system increased volume by 92% for the first full year. The material is composted at 
the City’s 4.5 acre compost facility.   

Residential Self-Haul 
Greenwaste 

Residents may bring clean greenwaste to the MRF/Transfer Station at significantly 
reduced tipping fees.  The material is then composted at the City’s 4.5 acre compost 
facility.   

Commercial: 

Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 
As a part of the non-residential waste audits, diversion data were collected from local 
businesses, schools, and City parks that divert green waste from the landfill through 
grasscycling. 

Backyard and On-site 
Composting/Mulching 

In addition to promoting backyard and on-site composting/mulching through 
brochures at appropriate venues, talk shows, and a demonstration site, the City 
quantified diversion resulting from the Fire Department’s annual fire prevention 
efforts.  The Fire Department prepares vegetative clearance at vacant lots for fire 
prevention purposes, through which the materials (mostly Manzanita) are cut, 
chipped and blown on-site as mulch to avoid water run off.   

Business Waste Reduction 
Program 

Over the past five years, the City has performed free waste assessments for 
approximately half of its larger businesses (the top 200 were targeted).  Additionally, 
diversion tonnage was collected during the non-residential waste audits from a 
number of businesses that have implemented source reduction activities, such as 
packaging, electronics and pallet reuse. 

Government Source 
Reduction  

In 1993 the City implemented a paper reduction program which included routing 
memos, double-sided copying, eliminating legal-sized paper, electronic mapping, e-
mail, and reducing the numbers of Council packets and attachments to Council 
reports.  Additionally, the City has an in-house courier service that provides reusable 
routing envelopes for nearly all in-house routing.  The City quantified 150 tons of 
such internal source reduction activities.  Additionally, the City reported diversion 
tonnage for grasscycling at 169 acres of City parks and 260 acres at Cal Trans 
(mowed twice a year) as well as asphalt and concrete reuse from CalTrans projects.  

Material Exchange/Thrift 
Shops 

In addition to hosting a number of local thrift shops, the transfer station has a drop-
off area for reusable general household, business, and building items, which are sold 
at bi-monthly auctions.  The City also obtained diversion data from a local business 
that redistributes food that would otherwise be disposed (e.g., breads) to those in 
need as a part of the nonresidential waste audits. 

Commercial On-Site Pickup  

The City started collecting office paper and cardboard from businesses in 1990, 
augmenting the program in 1992 by adding beverage and food container collection 
from bars/restaurants, schools, offices and multi-family accounts.  Such recycling 
services are provided at no additional cost to the existing refuse fees (incentive). The 
City's new commercial recycling program is called Blue for Business. This is a single 
stream recycling program for all mixed recyclables. Multi-family units are being 
evaluated by City staff on a case-by-case basis to determine the unique needs of each 
housing unit as well as the appropriateness of containers, space requirements and the 
likelihood of contamination. Both programs continue to expand on a daily basis. 
Additionally, although the City has an exclusive garbage collection contract, 
recycling services may be provided in lieu of or in addition to the City’s program as 
long as there is no charge.   
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Commercial Self-Haul 
Recycling 

Commercial self-haul has been available since approximately 1990 at the City's 
transfer station and at the landfill. Additionally, as a result of the non-residential 
waste audits, the City collected diversion tonnage from a number of businesses that 
participate in internal recycling programs and/or self-haul their recyclables to a 
regional diversion facility (e.g., collect, bale and back-haul cardboard). 

the 

for 

School Recycling 

Many of the campuses within the Redding School District, including private and 
charter schools participate in the City's recycling programs. The City provides 
mixed recycling carts for the staff break rooms and cafeterias. Such recycling 
services are provided at no additional cost to the existing refuse fees (incentive). 
Schools often have students collect materials from the classrooms for recycling 
and/or use janitorial or other staff volunteers. 

Government Recycling 

This program began in 1990 with paper and cardboard recycling and was expanded 
in 1992 to also include collecting food and beverage containers. In 1999, the City 
installed beverage container recycling at the new Civic Center and at the parks and 
ball fields it maintains. 

Commercial On-Site 
Greenwaste Pickup 

The City offers small businesses which are located in residential neighborhoods free 
greenwaste toters (the same as for residents). City drivers estimate these types of 
accounts make up about 5% of all curbside greenwaste pickups. The material is then 
composted at the City's 4.5 acre compost facility. 

Commercial Self-Haul 
Greenwaste 

Commercial greenwaste drop-off was established at Benton Landfill in 1991. The 
program was expanded in 1995 with the development of the City's new transfer 
station and recycling facility. As with the residential program, the program is 
supported by significant reduced tipping fees. 

Food Waste Composting 
Diversion tonnage was collected during the non-residential waste audits from a 
number of businesses that compost food waste (e.g., produce). 

Rendering The City included diversion tonnage obtained from a local renderer for bones, fat and 
grease collected at businesses in the City. 

Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 
Recycling 

Residents and businesses can self-haul inert materials for recycling and reuse at the 
West Central Landfill. Additionally, the City reported inert material diversion from 
the West Central Landfill (source separated loads processed and used as beneficial 
reuse at closed Benton Landfill), the Streets Department (recycling and reuse in new 
projects), Water Department (sewage project material processed and used as 
beneficial reuse at the closed Benton landfill), Cal Trans (building and maintenance 
projects). As a part of the non-residential waste audits, the City also reported inert 
diversion tonnage for a number of construction and demolition firms. 

Scrap Metal and White 
Goods 

Appliances and scrap metals are received through voluntary drop-off program at the 
City's transfer station. Scrap metals and appliances are also recovered (salvage) from 
loads of refuse from the transfer station. Residents and businesses can also take scrap 
metal directly to the scrap metal recycler. 

Sludge 

The Central Valley Water Resources Control Board granted a waste discharge permit 
to the City of Redding for land application of treated non-hazardous sludge from two 
City-operated treatment plants. The dried sludge is spread on land near the airport, 
which is then used to grow wheat, oats and barley for cattle feed. 

Woodwaste 

Wood chips generated by the City's transfer station are sold to the local co-
generation plant run by Wheelabrator Energy. City residents also self-haul clean 
wood loads directly to the Wheelabrator plant. Additionally, a number of businesses 
included in the non-residential waste audits, handle wood waste from construction 
and demolition projects and send them for biomass. 

Originally, the jurisdiction 
City's Original Base 
review and on-site 
recommending acceptance 

claimed a diversion rate of 55 percent for 2002. Attachment 2a is 
Year Modification Request. As a result of Board staff's verification (desk 

verification visits) of the City's claimed diversion, Board staff is 
of the revised 2002 diversion rate of 51 percent, as the City appears 

that support that diversion rate. Attachment 2b is the certification prepared 
provides additional details to support the Board staff's recommendations 

to have programs 
by Board staff that 
the new base year. 
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Commercial Self-Haul 
Recycling 

Commercial self-haul has been available since approximately 1990 at the City’s 
transfer station and at the landfill.  Additionally, as a result of the non-residential 
waste audits, the City collected diversion tonnage from a number of businesses that 
participate in internal recycling programs and/or self-haul their recyclables to a 
regional diversion facility (e.g., collect, bale and back-haul cardboard). 

School Recycling  

Many of the campuses within the Redding School District, including private and 
charter schools participate in the City’s recycling programs.  The City provides 
mixed recycling carts for the staff break rooms and cafeterias.  Such recycling 
services are provided at no additional cost to the existing refuse fees (incentive).  
Schools often have students collect materials from the classrooms for recycling 
and/or use janitorial or other staff volunteers.  

Government Recycling 

This program began in 1990 with paper and cardboard recycling and was expanded 
in 1992 to also include collecting food and beverage containers. In 1999, the City 
installed beverage container recycling at the new Civic Center and at the parks and 
ball fields it maintains.  

Commercial On-Site 
Greenwaste Pickup 

The City offers small businesses which are located in residential neighborhoods free 
greenwaste toters (the same as for residents).  City drivers estimate these types of 
accounts make up about 5% of all curbside greenwaste pickups. The material is then 
composted at the City`s 4.5 acre compost facility.   

Commercial Self-Haul 
Greenwaste 

Commercial greenwaste drop-off was established at Benton Landfill in 1991. The 
program was expanded in 1995 with the development of the City’s new transfer 
station and recycling facility.  As with the residential program, the program is 
supported by significant reduced tipping fees.  

Food Waste Composting Diversion tonnage was collected during the non-residential waste audits from a 
number of businesses that compost food waste (e.g., produce). 

Rendering The City included diversion tonnage obtained from a local renderer for bones, fat and 
grease collected at businesses in the City. 

Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 
Recycling 

Residents and businesses can self-haul inert materials for recycling and reuse at the 
West Central Landfill.  Additionally, the City reported inert material diversion from 
the West Central Landfill (source separated loads processed and used as beneficial 
reuse at closed Benton Landfill), the Streets Department (recycling and reuse in new 
projects), Water Department (sewage project material processed and used as 
beneficial reuse at the closed Benton landfill), Cal Trans (building and maintenance 
projects).  As a part of the non-residential waste audits, the City also reported inert 
diversion tonnage for a number of construction and demolition firms.   

Scrap Metal and White 
Goods 

Appliances and scrap metals are received through voluntary drop-off program at the 
City’s transfer station. Scrap metals and appliances are also recovered (salvage) from 
loads of refuse from the transfer station. Residents and businesses can also take scrap 
metal directly to the scrap metal recycler.   

Sludge 

The Central Valley Water Resources Control Board granted a waste discharge permit 
to the City of Redding for land application of treated non-hazardous sludge from two 
City-operated treatment plants.  The dried sludge is spread on land near the airport, 
which is then used to grow wheat, oats and barley for cattle feed.  

Woodwaste 

Wood chips generated by the City’s transfer station are sold to the local co-
generation plant run by Wheelabrator Energy. City residents also self-haul clean 
wood loads directly to the Wheelabrator plant.  Additionally, a number of businesses 
included in the non-residential waste audits, handle wood waste from construction 
and demolition projects and send them for biomass. 

 
Originally, the jurisdiction claimed a diversion rate of 55 percent for 2002. Attachment 2a is the 
City’s Original Base Year Modification Request.  As a result of Board staff’s verification (desk 
review and on-site verification visits) of the City’s claimed diversion, Board staff is 
recommending acceptance of the revised 2002 diversion rate of 51 percent, as the City appears 
to have programs that support that diversion rate.  Attachment 2b is the certification prepared 
by Board staff that provides additional details to support the Board staff’s recommendations for 
the new base year. 
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Certification Changes: 
of the jurisdiction's proposed new 

on March 28-29, 2005, Board staff 
staff has discussed the proposed 

have subsequently agreed with Board 
a result of the staff's analysis include: 

from the base year (it is included 
not included in base-year generation 

tonnage from the local scrap 
were not met); 

metal recycling from non-residential 
study to avoid double counting with 

reported diversion tonnage for beneficial 
Demolition) to adjust for representativeness; 

tonnage for a business included 
Board staff could not verify the 
tonnage for household hazardous 

tonnage for businesses that grasscycle 

from a local paper recycling company; 
diversion tonnage associated with pallet 

additions related to calculation errors 

of the changes showing what was 
basis for the deductions and additions. 
the request for a new base year be 

base year, as 
recommends a 

well as a site 
few deductions, 
City 

staff's recommendations. 

Based on staff's analysis 
verification conducted 
as well as additions. Board 
representatives, and they 
Key changes made as 

• Removal of biomass 
calculation, but 

• Removal of diversion 
waste criteria 

• Addition of scrap 
not included in 
recycler); 

• Reduction of the 
Construction and 

• Removal of diversion 
waste audits because 

• Removal of diversion 
electronic waste); 

• Addition of diversion 
golf courses); 

• Addition of tonnage 
• Reductions to 

reuse. 
• Reductions and 

Attachment 3 is a summary 
staff's findings, and the 
Board staff recommends 

changes with 

in the diversion 
tonnage); 

metal recycler 

waste audits 
that reported 

reuse 

data; 
wastes (e.g., 

(e.g., 

and 
reuse to adjust 

in the original 

originally 
With these 

approved. 

rate 

(restricted 

(originally 

in the non-residential 

by scrap metal 

(listed under 

batteries, 

cemeteries, 

for single 

study data. 

claimed, Board 
changes, 

Base Year Analysis: 

City of Redding Disposal Diversion Generation 
Old Base Year Tons 1990 99,998 6,929 106,927 
Jurisdiction New Base Year Tons 2002 92,471 111,746 204,217 
Board Staff Recommended New 2002 Base Year Tons 92,482 96,634 189,116 

2002 Diversion Rate using 
1990 base year 

Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion 
Rate for 2002 

Board Staff Recommended 
Diversion Rate for 2002 

30% 55% 51% 

In addition to any deductions already made by the City and 
authority to make additional deductions to the diversion tonnage. 
Sections 41031, 41033, 41331, and 41333 provide that jurisdictions' 
characterization components (which contain the waste generation 
data that are as accurate as possible. These statutes provide 
jurisdictions to request, and for the Board to approve, new 
considering new base-year requests, the standard used by the 
base year is as accurate as possible. To the extent that the 
portion of the new base year is not accurate, the Board may 
new base year, with the inaccurate portion removed. 

Board staff, the Board has 
Public Resources Code 

waste 
studies) shall include 

the basis for allowing 
base years. Consequently, in 

Board is whether the new 
Board determines that a 

approve the remainder of the 
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Certification Changes:  
Based on staff’s analysis of the jurisdiction’s proposed new base year, as well as a site 
verification conducted on March 28-29, 2005, Board staff recommends a few deductions, 
as well as additions.  Board staff has discussed the proposed changes with City 
representatives, and they have subsequently agreed with Board staff’s recommendations.  
Key changes made as a result of the staff’s analysis include: 

• Removal of biomass from the base year (it is included in the diversion rate 
calculation, but not included in base-year generation tonnage); 

• Removal of diversion tonnage from the local scrap metal recycler (restricted 
waste criteria were not met); 

• Addition of scrap metal recycling from non-residential waste audits (originally 
not included in study to avoid double counting with that reported by scrap metal 
recycler); 

• Reduction of the reported diversion tonnage for beneficial reuse (listed under 
Construction and Demolition) to adjust for representativeness; 

• Removal of diversion tonnage for a business included in the non-residential 
waste audits because Board staff could not verify the data; 

• Removal of diversion tonnage for household hazardous wastes (e.g., batteries, 
electronic waste); 

• Addition of diversion tonnage for businesses that grasscycle (e.g., cemeteries, 
golf courses); 

• Addition of tonnage from a local paper recycling company; and 
• Reductions to diversion tonnage associated with pallet reuse to adjust for single 

reuse. 
• Reductions and additions related to calculation errors in the original study data. 

 
Attachment 3 is a summary of the changes showing what was originally claimed, Board 
staff’s findings, and the basis for the deductions and additions.  With these changes, 
Board staff recommends the request for a new base year be approved.  

 
Base Year Analysis: 
 

City of Redding Disposal  Diversion  Generation  
Old Base Year Tons 1990 99,998 6,929 106,927 
Jurisdiction New Base Year Tons 2002 92,471 111,746 204,217 
Board Staff Recommended New 2002 Base Year Tons 92,482 96,634 189,116 

 
2002 Diversion Rate using 

1990 base year 
Jurisdiction Claimed Diversion 

Rate for 2002 
Board Staff Recommended 

Diversion Rate for 2002 
30% 55% 51% 

 
In addition to any deductions already made by the City and Board staff, the Board has 
authority to make additional deductions to the diversion tonnage.  Public Resources Code 
Sections 41031, 41033, 41331, and 41333 provide that jurisdictions’ waste 
characterization components (which contain the waste generation studies) shall include 
data that are as accurate as possible.  These statutes provide the basis for allowing 
jurisdictions to request, and for the Board to approve, new base years.  Consequently, in 
considering new base-year requests, the standard used by the Board is whether the new 
base year is as accurate as possible.  To the extent that the Board determines that a 
portion of the new base year is not accurate, the Board may approve the remainder of the 
new base year, with the inaccurate portion removed. 
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Sludge Petition 
PRC Section 41781.1 allows the Board to grant base year credit to jurisdictions hosting a 
sewage processing facility for sewage sludge diversion programs. Additionally, Title 14, 
California Code of Regulations (CCR), Section 18775.2 outlines the criteria that each 
jurisdiction must meet to petition the Board for sludge diversion credit. Staff has received 
and reviewed a petition from the City of Redding requesting that their diverted sludge 
tonnage be allowed to count towards these requirements. 

Requirements for Jurisdictions: 
Per 14 CCR Section 18775.2 (a) (1), in order to claim sludge diversion credit, a 
jurisdiction must submit a request that includes: 
• A description of the proposed sludge diversion project; 
• A description of the monitoring programs that will be established to ensure that the 

sludge reuse project did not pose a threat to public health or the environment; and 
• Written certification from the agent(s) responsible for implementing the project that 

the proposed sludge reuse meets all applicable requirements of state and federal law. 

Additionally, pursuant to PRC Section 41781 (b) and 14 CCR, Sections 18720 (44) and 
18722 (m), a jurisdiction must demonstrate that the sludge was: 
• A waste type disposed of in a Board-permitted disposal facility in the base year; 
• Generated from a facility within the jurisdiction; and 
• Normally disposed (comprised at least 0.001 percent of the jurisdiction's total 

disposed waste during the base year). 

Requirements for Board Staff: 
Upon receipt of the petition, staff reviews and analyzes the petition to determine whether 
sufficient information has been included in the request to enable the Board to make a 
finding. Board staff must notify the jurisdiction in writing within 45 days as to whether 
the petition is complete, pursuant to the criteria set forth in both PRC Section 41781.1 
and 14 CCR Section 18775.2. Staff has reviewed the petition and found that the City has 
met the requirements of PRC, Sections 41781(b) and 41781.1, and Title 14, CCR 
Sections, 18775.2, 18720 and 18722. 

In addition, PRC Section 41781.1 requires the Board to consult with, and obtain 
concurrence in the finding from the agencies listed below: 
• State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), and Regional Water Quality 

Control Boards (RWQCB), 
• State Department of Health Services (DHS), 
• State Air Resources Board (ARB), and Air Pollution Control Districts (APCD), and 

Air Quality Management Districts, and 

Board staff has reviewed the data submitted by the City and accepts that the sludge has 
been adequately analyzed, that the materials reused as described do not pose a threat to 
public health or the environment, and are in concurrence with the requirements of these 
agencies. 

Biomass Diversion Credit Claim: 
The City included in its 2002 new base-year generation study a biomass diversion credit 
claim for 5,748 tons of material sent to Wheelabrator Shasta Energy Company, a biomass 
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Sludge Petition 
PRC Section 41781.1 allows the Board to grant base year credit to jurisdictions hosting a 
sewage processing facility for sewage sludge diversion programs.  Additionally, Title 14, 
California Code of Regulations (CCR), Section 18775.2 outlines the criteria that each 
jurisdiction must meet to petition the Board for sludge diversion credit. Staff has received 
and reviewed a petition from the City of Redding requesting that their diverted sludge 
tonnage be allowed to count towards these requirements. 

 
Requirements for Jurisdictions: 
Per 14 CCR Section 18775.2 (a) (1), in order to claim sludge diversion credit, a 
jurisdiction must submit a request that includes:  
• A description of the proposed sludge diversion project;  
• A description of the monitoring programs that will be established to ensure that the 

sludge reuse project did not pose a threat to public health or the environment; and 
• Written certification from the agent(s) responsible for implementing the project that 

the proposed sludge reuse meets all applicable requirements of state and federal law. 
 
Additionally, pursuant to PRC Section 41781 (b) and 14 CCR, Sections 18720 (44) and 
18722 (m), a jurisdiction must demonstrate that the sludge was: 
• A waste type disposed of in a Board-permitted disposal facility in the base year;  
• Generated from a facility within the jurisdiction; and  
• Normally disposed (comprised at least 0.001 percent of the jurisdiction’s total 

disposed waste during the base year).   
 
Requirements for Board Staff: 
Upon receipt of the petition, staff reviews and analyzes the petition to determine whether 
sufficient information has been included in the request to enable the Board to make a 
finding.  Board staff must notify the jurisdiction in writing within 45 days as to whether 
the petition is complete, pursuant to the criteria set forth in both PRC Section 41781.1 
and 14 CCR Section 18775.2.  Staff has reviewed the petition and found that the City has 
met the requirements of PRC, Sections 41781(b) and 41781.1, and Title 14, CCR 
Sections, 18775.2, 18720 and 18722. 
 
In addition, PRC Section 41781.1 requires the Board to consult with, and obtain 
concurrence in the finding from the agencies listed below: 
• State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), and Regional Water Quality 

Control Boards (RWQCB), 
• State Department of Health Services (DHS), 
• State Air Resources Board (ARB), and Air Pollution Control Districts (APCD), and 

Air Quality Management Districts, and 
 

Board staff has reviewed the data submitted by the City and accepts that the sludge has 
been adequately analyzed, that the materials reused as described do not pose a threat to 
public health or the environment, and are in concurrence with the requirements of these 
agencies. 
 
Biomass Diversion Credit Claim: 
The City included in its 2002 new base-year generation study a biomass diversion credit 
claim for 5,748 tons of material sent to Wheelabrator Shasta Energy Company, a biomass 
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conversion facility located in Anderson, 
PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions 
through biomass conversion if the Board 
substantial evidence in the record, that 
identifies those conditions, and how 

Shasta County, California. Starting in 2000, 
to include not more than 10 percent diversion 

determines at a public hearing, based upon 
certain conditions are met. The table below 

the City has met them. 

Biomass Diversion Credit for the City of Redding 
Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1. Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 
transformation in the same reporting year 

1. The City is not also claiming diversion credit for 
transformation. 

2. Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively 
implement all feasible source reduction, recycling, 
and composting measures. 

2. The City is adequately implementing diversion programs, 
as shown in Attachment 1. 

3. The material sent to a biomass facility was 
normally disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC 
Section 41781). 

3. The material sent by the City to Wheelabrator Shasta 
Energy Company was normally disposed by the City as 
indicated in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element. 

4. The biomass facility exclusively processes 
biomass (defined in PRC Section 40106). 

4. Wheelabrator Shasta Energy Company only processes the 
following biomass materials: agricultural crop residues; bark, 
lawn, yard and garden clippings; leaves, silviculture residue, 
tree and brush pruning; wood, wood chips, and wood waste. 

5. The biomass facility is in compliance with all 
applicable air quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5. Wheelabrator Shasta Energy Company met all applicable 
air quality laws, rules, and regulations as shown in the Air 
Pollution Control Distct's Compliance Inspection Summary 
submitted as supporting documentation to the City's biomass 
diversion claim. 

6. The ash or other residue from the facility is 
regularly tested to determine if it is hazardous 
waste; and, if it is determined to be hazardous, the 
ash or other residue is sent to a Class I hazardous 
waste disposal facility. 

6. The ash is regularly tested, and was determined to not be 
hazardous. 

Board staff adjusted the proposed tonnage from 5,748 to 4,146 tons to avoid double-
counting green waste collected from the City's programs that is also sent as biomass. 
Approving the City's biomass diversion claims of 4,146 tons increases its 2002 diversion 
rate 1 percentage point (i.e., from 51 percent to 52 percent). Because the City and the 
Wheelabrator Shasta Energy Company facility meet the criteria for claiming biomass 
diversion credit, Board staff recommends the Board approve the City's biomass diversion 
claim for 2002. 

3. Findings 
adequately documented its request for a 2002 base-

compliance with the statutory requirements and 
diversion credit and biomass diversion. For this 

of the City's new base year request, sludge 

staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 

base year will lead to a more accurate 

Board staff believes the City has 
year change and has demonstrated 
conditions for both claiming sludge 
reason, staff is recommending approval 
petition, and biomass claim. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Improving the accuracy of jurisdiction's 
statewide measurement. 
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conversion facility located in Anderson, Shasta County, California.  Starting in 2000, 
PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to include not more than 10 percent diversion 
through biomass conversion if the Board determines at a public hearing, based upon 
substantial evidence in the record, that certain conditions are met.  The table below 
identifies those conditions, and how the City has met them. 
 

Biomass Diversion Credit for the City of Redding 
Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1.  Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 
transformation in the same reporting year 

1.  The City is not also claiming diversion credit for 
transformation. 

2.  Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively 
implement all feasible source reduction, recycling, 
and composting measures.  

2.  The City is adequately implementing diversion programs, 
as shown in Attachment 1. 

3.  The material sent to a biomass facility was 
normally disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC 
Section 41781). 

3.  The material sent by the City to Wheelabrator Shasta 
Energy Company was normally disposed by the City as 
indicated in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element. 

4.  The biomass facility exclusively processes 
biomass (defined in PRC Section 40106). 

4.  Wheelabrator Shasta Energy Company only processes the 
following biomass materials: agricultural crop residues; bark, 
lawn, yard and garden clippings; leaves, silviculture residue, 
tree and brush pruning; wood, wood chips, and wood waste. 

5.  The biomass facility is in compliance with all 
applicable air quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5.  Wheelabrator Shasta Energy Company met all applicable 
air quality laws, rules, and regulations as shown in the Air 
Pollution Control Distct’s Compliance Inspection Summary 
submitted as supporting documentation to the City’s biomass 
diversion claim. 

6.  The ash or other residue from the facility is 
regularly tested to determine if it is hazardous 
waste; and, if it is determined to be hazardous, the 
ash or other residue is sent to a Class I hazardous 
waste disposal facility. 

6.  The ash is regularly tested, and was determined to not be 
hazardous. 

 
Board staff adjusted the proposed tonnage from 5,748 to 4,146 tons to avoid double-
counting green waste collected from the City’s programs that is also sent as biomass. 
Approving the City’s biomass diversion claims of 4,146 tons increases its 2002 diversion 
rate 1 percentage point (i.e., from  51 percent to 52 percent).  Because the City and the 
Wheelabrator Shasta Energy Company facility meet the criteria for claiming biomass 
diversion credit, Board staff recommends the Board approve the City’s biomass diversion 
claim for 2002. 

 
3.  Findings 

Board staff believes the City has adequately documented its request for a 2002 base-
year change and has demonstrated compliance with the statutory requirements and 
conditions for both claiming sludge diversion credit and biomass diversion.  For this 
reason, staff is recommending approval of the City’s new base year request, sludge 
petition, and biomass claim. 
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Improving the accuracy of jurisdiction’s base year will lead to a more accurate 
statewide measurement. 
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Approving the City's new base year will enable the City to more accurately measure 
the success of its diversion programs and therefore to more accurately report its 
progress to the Board. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Sections 
41031 and 41331 that require jurisdictions to submit data on quantities of waste 
generated, diverted and disposed that are as accurate as possible. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Redding 

% White % Hispanic % Black 
% Native 
American % Asian 

% Pacific 
Islander % Other 

85.7 5.4 1.0 2.0 2.9 0.1 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Redding 

Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 
34,194 45,267 15.6 

* Per household 
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 

Approving the City’s new base year will enable the City to more accurately measure 
the success of its diversion programs and therefore to more accurately report its 
progress to the Board. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Sections 
41031 and 41331 that require jurisdictions to submit data on quantities of waste 
generated, diverted and disposed that are as accurate as possible.   

 
G. Environmental Justice 

Community Setting 
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Redding 
 

% White 
 

% Hispanic 
 

% Black 
% Native 
American 

 
% Asian 

% Pacific 
Islander 

 
% Other 

85.7 5.4 1.0 2.0 2.9 0.1 0.2 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Redding 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

34,194 45,267 15.6 
* Per household 

 

• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, 
there are no environmental justice issues in this community.  

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City’s efforts to communicate 
recycling opportunities and related issues to the community include maintaining a 
detailed website with the web address printed on all publications, developing a 
television commercial regarding the curbside recycling program, running 
newspaper ads to promote compost sales, and distribution of a quarterly 
newsletter inserted in all residential utility bills (24,500).  "Special business 
editions" of this newsletter are also distributed at business-oriented events to 
promote commercial waste reduction programs. City staff also participate in many 
community events to promote waste reduction programs. Such events include 
Kool April Nites car show, Shasta County Fair, City of Redding Energy Fair, 
America Recycles Day, Spring Clean-a-Thon.  Additionally, staff attend 
community service club meetings such as Lions Club and Kiwanis to promote the 
City’s comprehensive diversion programs. 
 

• Project Benefits.   Improving the accuracy of jurisdiction’s base year will lead to 
a more accurate statewide measurement. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

The City’s new base year coincides with: 
• Goal 2, Objective 3 (D) 
• Goal 7, Objective 1 (B) 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Program Listing for the City of Redding 
2a. Original Base Year Modification Request Certification for the City of Redding 
2b. Board Staff-Recommended Base Year Modification Request Certification 
3. Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings for the City of Redding 
4. Resolution Number 2005-210 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Marshalle Graham Phone: (916) 341-6270 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

City of Redding 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

Page 19-9 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-19 
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 19-9 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Program Listing for the City of Redding 
2a. Original Base Year Modification Request Certification for the City of Redding 
2b. Board Staff-Recommended Base Year Modification Request Certification 
3. Table A: Site Visit Verification Findings for the City of Redding 
4. Resolution Number 2005-210 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Marshalle Graham                      Phone:  (916) 341-6270 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A 
   

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

 City of Redding 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Redding June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N NA Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N N 1996 NA Al AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Redding June 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N NA AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N N 1996 NA AI AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Redding June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1999 NA NA NA NA Al AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3020-CM-COG N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Redding June 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N 2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1999 NA NA NA NA AI AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3020-CM-COG N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Redding June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

3040-CM-FWC N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Food Waste Composting 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4060-SP-CAR N N 1999 PF PF PF PF Al AO AO AO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Redding June 27,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 3040-CM-FWC N N NA NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Food Waste Composting 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4060-SP-CAR N N 1999 PF PF PF PF AI AO AO AO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Redding June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

6000-PI-PLB N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-El N Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Landfill 

7020-F R-TST N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Transfer Station 

7030-FR-CMF Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA Al AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

8010-TR-BIO Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Biomass 

8020-TR-TRS N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 6000-PI-PLB N Y 1996 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Product and Landfill Bans 

 6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN Y Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Landfill 

 7020-FR-TST N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Transfer Station 

 7030-FR-CMF Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC N N 2001 NA NA NA NA NA NA AI AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8010-TR-BIO Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Biomass 

 8020-TR-TRS N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Redding June 27,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9000-HH-PMF N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 DE 99 DE DE DE DE DE 7 DE 7 DE 7 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9040-HH-EDP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9000-HH-PMF N Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 DE 99 DE DE DE DE DE 7 DE 7 DE 7 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Base Year Modification Request Certification 
Part 1: Generation Study - No Ex%repolation Diversion Data 

To request a substitution for a previbusly approved base-year used in calculating the diversion rate for your 
jurisdiction, please complete and siOn this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) 
representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA staff. When all 
documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work With you to prepare for your appearance 
before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, pleaSe call (916) 341-6199 to be connected to 
your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance 
1001 I Street, 9th Floor 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 958124025 

General Instructions: 
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board. 
0 1. Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting-year 

generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approyed base year. 
B 2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 

existing Board-approved base year to a new base year.  
The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. If you have problems 
using these sheets, please contact Your Office of Local Assistance representative. 

_ 
00140.10400000000100i141t  
Alr414‘000flitaliffeael4ffilff:.  

. 
 ''.. 

.001011116400:0 
I 

I certify under penalty of perjury the the information in the documentis true and correct to the best 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of; 

of my 

Jurisdiction Name 
City of Redding 

County 
Shasta 

Auth Signature 
„

err 
j... 

 

. 

Title Solid Waste Supervisor 

Le

y, 

1A-411,..---e 
T Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone ( ) Include Area Cods 
Bonnie Low 03/24/2004 530-224-8205 
Parson Completing This Form(please print or type) Title Senior Project Manager 

Rona Spencer 

Affiliation: EcoTelesis [501 (c)(3) Non-Profit Foundation)] 
Marling Address City State ZIP Code 
City of Redding Municipal Utilities, Solid Wash Utility, 
Rff Box 48049-6071  

Redding CA 98049-6071 

E-mail address bwlowftci. raddi no.ca.us  
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Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year 

Attach additional sheets if necessary— reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 4). 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 
1. Current Board-approved existing base-year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year: 

1990 2002 

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion: 

The City chose 2002 as the proposed new base year (N BY) because it is a year that is representative of both disposal and 
diversion trends. There were no large spikes or decreases in either disposal or diversion during 2002, making this an 
appropriate year to consider as a NBY. The data proposed in this study reflects the real disposal and diversion practices in 
2002, as well as the new per capita generation. The City has expressed concerns in previous Annual Reports that the 
CIWMB Adjustment Method does not adequately reflect the effect of City-sponsored, as well as private, diversion efforts 
within Redding. In particular. the supporting documents that the 1990 base year is based on do not adeauatelv measure 

4. Enter your diversion rates below. 
Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year a. 30 % 

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study b. 55 % 

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 8.8 

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

13.40% 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 46 % Generation 54 % 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 21% % generation 79% % 

Population existing generation-based study 66,462 Population new generation-based study 84,600 

5. If there is an increase between 4a and 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your 
current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples, e.g. change in jurisdiction's demographics. 
The resident population has increased 27.3% from 1990, and taxable sales have increased more than 50%. Because 
Redding is the largest metropolitan area in far northern California, it serves as the business, retail, medical-services, and 
industrial hub of the north state. As such, Redding experiences a disparity between the full-time resident status (night-time 
population) and the visitor/worker/shopper/patient population (day-time population), which is not reflected in census bureau 
data nor, consequently, when using the Adjustment Method. However, this population fluctuation sharply impacts the 
disposal rate for the City of Redding as non-City residents contribute significantly to the waste stream. This is one of the 
reasons the City determined that a new base year study was needed. The building trend the City has been experiencing in 
recent years also supported the need for a new base year study. For example, from 2001 to 2002, Redding saw a 35% 

' 4 4 I A II' '4 03noi :.... • A 1•4' '4 `]7 0. ' :.. I........:.....A   i .1 

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain 
the specific reasons for the difference. (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.) 

The new base year study reflects the diversion tonnage resulting from the new, expanded, and improved diversion programs 
implemented by the City. The majority of the City's diversion programs have been implemented since 1990; including, automated single-
stream curbside recycling, commercial recycling of cardboard, office paper and mixed recyclables, drop-off recycling at the City's transfer 
station, and a new Materials Recovery Facility (MRF). The City has invested heavily in equipment, infrastructure and personnel since 
1990 to meet the demands of AB939. These changes to the City's programs were not represented in the initial base year study. The 
original base year study did not adequately reflect the diversion practices by private third party recyclers and other businesses in the City, 
nor did it reflect the diversion programs implemented by State Agencies. Redding has also found that the CIWMB Adjustment Method 
does not adequately reflect in its generation calculation the increase caused by the construction activity resulting from the growth in the 
City. The City now has the ability to accurately track data from its diversion programs since the landfill and transfer station scale house sof 

Page 2 

a. % b. %

% % % %
Non-Residential

generation

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion.

4. Enter your diversion rates below.

Attach additional sheets if necessary— reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 4).

30

1. Current Board-approved existing base-year:

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion:

2. Proposed new generation-based study year:

Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study

1990 2002

The City chose 2002 as the proposed new base year (NBY) because it is a year that is representative of both disposal and 
diversion trends.  There were no large spikes or decreases in either disposal or diversion during 2002, making this an 
appropriate year to consider as a NBY.  The data proposed in this study reflects the real disposal and diversion practices in 
2002, as well as the new per capita generation.    The City has expressed concerns in previous Annual Reports that the 
CIWMB Adjustment Method does not adequately reflect the effect of City-sponsored, as well as private, diversion efforts 
within Redding.  In particular, the supporting documents that the 1990 base year is based on do not adequately measure 

55

The new base year study reflects the diversion tonnage resulting from the new, expanded, and improved diversion programs 
implemented by the City.  The majority of the City's diversion programs have been implemented since 1990; including, automated single-
stream curbside recycling, commercial recycling of cardboard, office paper and mixed recyclables, drop-off recycling at the City's transfer 
station, and a new Materials Recovery Facility (MRF).  The City has invested heavily in equipment, infrastructure and personnel since 
1990 to meet the demands of AB939.  These changes to the City's programs were not represented in the initial base year study.  The 
original base year study did not adequately reflect the diversion practices by private third party recyclers and other businesses in the City, 
nor did it reflect the diversion programs implemented by State Agencies.  Redding has also found that the CIWMB Adjustment Method 
does not adequately reflect in its generation calculation the increase caused by the construction activity resulting from the growth in the 
City.  The City now has the ability to accurately track data from its diversion programs since the landfill and transfer station scale house sof

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain 
the specific reasons for the difference.  (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.)

current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples, e.g. change in jurisdiction’s demographics.

Residential
generation 46

84,60066,462

The resident population has increased 27.3% from 1990, and taxable sales have increased more than 50%.  Because 
Redding is the largest metropolitan area in far northern California, it serves as the business, retail, medical-services, and 
industrial hub of the north state.  As such, Redding experiences a disparity between the full-time resident status (night-time 
population) and the visitor/worker/shopper/patient population (day-time population), which is not reflected in census bureau 
data nor, consequently, when using the Adjustment Method.  However, this population fluctuation sharply impacts the 
disposal rate for the City of Redding as non-City residents contribute significantly to the waste stream.  This is one of the 
reasons the City determined that a new base year study was needed.  The building trend the City has been experiencing in 
recent years also supported the need for a new base year study.  For example, from 2001 to 2002, Redding saw a 35% 
increase in total dwelling units a 30% increase in demolition permits a 23% increase in plans received for review and a

Population  new generation-based study 
5. If there is an increase between 4a and 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your
Population existing generation-based study

13.40%

Non-Residential 
Generation 54

 Residential
generation

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 8.8

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

21% 79%

Page 2

Board Meeting
August 16-17, 2005

Agenda Item 19
Attachment 2a



Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2a 

7. Disposal Tonnage: (enter values) 

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains 
2 a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal 

LI b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit 

I=1 c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were 

23399 69072 92471 

http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/igcentral/forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

Residential Non-Residential Total 
your disposal data and complete the required tables. 

Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.) 

of hauler and self-haul tonnage. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at 

corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/lgcentral/forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit (Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if 
requested) Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations). If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
[agricultural wastes,inert solids (e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt, etc.), white goods, and scrap metal] please identify those programs/waste types and fill out section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 
*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9. 

*Please provide detailed non-Residential waste audit information in Section 9. 

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 
Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific material type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials in 
one box) 

Specific conversion factor used (If any) and Source Type of record and location of record 

The program type glossary is online at: 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/igcentral/paris  
/codes/reduce.htm 

Residential Activities: 
Source Reduction 

Backyard composting 
Grasscycling 0 0% 
Other Residential source reduction ( ist each program separately) 

Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 

Subtotal Residential Source 
Reduction 0 0.0% 

Recycling 
Curbside Recycling 

3831 1.9% 
Mixed paper and container materials (AI, plastic, 
glass, metal cans) Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City Hauling Reports 

Buyback centers 
1347 0.7% 

Aluminum, Glass, PETE, HDPE, Vinyl, LDPE, PP, 
Bimetal and other DOC records, actual weights Department of Conservation report - buyback centers 

Drop-off centers 
1499 0.7% 

Newspaper, OCC, Glass, PET, HDPE, Al., scrap 
metal, tin cans Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City drop-off Sanitation Recycling Report 

Page 3 

23399 69072 92471
Residential Non-Residential Total

*Please provide detailed non-Residential waste audit information in Section 9.

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific material type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials in 
one box)

Specific conversion factor used (if any) and Source Type of record and location of record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/lgcentral/paris
/codes/reduce.htm

Residential Activities:
Source Reduction

   Backyard composting
   Grasscycling 0.0%

   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
Subtotal  Residential Source 
Reduction 0 0.0%

Recycling
   Curbside Recycling

3831 1.9%
Mixed paper and container materials (Al, plastic, 
glass, metal cans) Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City Hauling Reports

  Buyback centers
1347 0.7%

Aluminum, Glass, PETE, HDPE, Vinyl, LDPE, PP, 
Bimetal and other DOC records, actual weights  Department of Conservation report - buyback centers

   Drop-off centers
1499 0.7%

Newspaper, OCC, Glass, PET, HDPE, Al., scrap 
metal, tin cans Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City drop-off Sanitation Recycling Report

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables.

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. (Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if 
requested)  Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations).  If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
[agricultural wastes,inert solids (e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt, etc.), white goods, and scrap metal] please identify those programs/waste types and fill out section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 
*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9.

  Other Residential source reduction (list each program separately)

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 

7. Disposal Tonnage: (enter values) 

            a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.)
            b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage.  (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/lgcentral/forms/rytnmdrq.doc)

            c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/lgcentral/forms/rytnmdrq.doc)
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Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Igcentral/paris  

Actual tons 

(A) 

program separately) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific material type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials in 
one box) 

Specific conversion factor used (if any) and Source Type of record and location of record 

/codes/reduce.htm 

Other Residential recycling (fist each 

2010-RC-DRP Residential Drop-Off 
47 0.0% 

Newspaper, OCC, Glass, PET, HDPE, Al., scrap 
metal, tin cans Tonnage reports, actual weight from DOC records 

Department of Conservation Report - City of Redding 
MRF drop-off 

2000-RC-CRB - Residential curbside- 
Phone Books 0 0.0% Phone books Included in Residential Curbside 

Included in Residential Curbside Recycling - City 
Hauling Reports 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Residential Recycling 
Composting 

6724 3.3% 

Green waste drop-off 984 0.5% Yard waste drop off Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City Hauling Reports 
Curbside green waste 
Christmas Tree program 

Other Residential composting (list each mown separately) 

3000-CM-RCG - Residential Curbside 
Yard Waste 9535 41.7% Loose greenwaste Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City Hauling Reports 
3010-CM-RSG - Self-Haul Green 
Waste 2006 1.0% Greenwaste Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City of Redding MRF drop off reports 
3000-CM-RCG - Residential Curbside 
Green waste - Christmas Trees 0 010%'Christmas trees Included in Residential Curbside 

Included in Residential Curbside Greenwaste - City 
hauling reports 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Residential Composting 
12525 6.1% 

Subtotal Residential Diversion 19249 9.4% 
Non-Residential Activities: 

Source Reduction 
Non-Residential Waste Audits• 2 26 1.0% I See Section 9 j See Section 9 I See Section 9 
Other non-Residential source reduc ion (list each program separately) 

1000-SR-XRG Grasscycling and On- 
site mulching Government 2789 1.4% City Parks Grass clippings 6.5 tons/yr. Source: CIWMB 

City Public Works (Parks/ Rec Dept 169 acres), Cal 
Trans (260 acres) 

1000-SR-XRG School grasscyding 130 0.1% Grass clippings 6.5 tons/yr. Source: CIWMB Schools surveyed by consultant 
1000-SR-XRG Grasscycling and On-
site mulching Government - Fire Dept. 
fire prevention mulch use 6398 3.1% 

Fire Department groundshredded mulch used as fire 
prevention 527Ibs/cy (Tellus) City of Redding Fire Department Records 

1050-SR-GOV Government Source 
Reduction 150 0.1% Source reduction of paper, plastic, metals USEPA, CIWMB Audit of City Departments (City Records) 
4090-SP-RND - Rendering 428 02% Grease, fat and bones Actual weight from business Records from North State Rendering 
Subtotal Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 12022 5.9% 
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Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific material type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials in 
one box)

Specific conversion factor used (if any) and Source Type of record and location of record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/lgcentral/paris
/codes/reduce.htm

2010-RC-DRP Residential Drop-Off
47 0.0%

Newspaper, OCC, Glass, PET, HDPE, Al., scrap 
metal, tin cans Tonnage reports, actual weight from DOC records

Department of Conservation Report - City of Redding 
MRF drop-off

2000-RC-CRB - Residential curbside- 
Phone Books 0 0.0% Phone books Included in Residential Curbside

Included in Residential Curbside Recycling - City 
Hauling Reports

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal  Residential Recycling 6724 3.3%

Composting
   Green waste drop-off 984 0.5% Yard waste drop off Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City Hauling Reports
   Curbside green waste
   Christmas Tree program

3000-CM-RCG - Residential Curbside 
Yard Waste 9535 4.7% Loose greenwaste Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City Hauling Reports
3010-CM-RSG - Self-Haul Green 
Waste 2006 1.0% Greenwaste Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City of Redding MRF drop off reports
3000-CM-RCG - Residential Curbside 
Green waste - Christmas Trees 0 0.0% Christmas trees Included in Residential Curbside

Included in Residential Curbside Greenwaste - City 
hauling reports

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal  Residential Composting

12525 6.1%
Subtotal  Residential Diversion 19249 9.4%
Non-Residential Activities:

Source Reduction
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 2126 1.0% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

1000-SR-XRG Grasscycling and On-
site mulching Government 2789 1.4% City Parks Grass clippings 6.5 tons/yr. Source: CIWMB

City Public Works (Parks/ Rec Dept 169 acres), Cal 
Trans (260 acres)

1000-SR-XRG School grasscycling 130 0.1% Grass clippings 6.5 tons/yr. Source: CIWMB Schools surveyed by consultant
1000-SR-XRG Grasscycling and On-
site mulching Government - Fire Dept. 
fire prevention mulch use 6398 3.1%

Fire Department groundshredded mulch used as fire 
prevention 527lbs/cy (Tellus) City of Redding Fire Department Records

1050-SR-GOV Government Source 
Reduction 150 0.1% Source reduction of paper, plastic, metals USEPA, CIWMB Audit of City Departments (City Records)
4090-SP-RND - Rendering 428 0.2% Grease, fat and bones Actual weight from business Records from North State Rendering
Subtotal  Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 12022 5.9%

  Other Residential composting (list each program separately)

  Other non-Residential source reduction (list each program separately)

  Other Residential recycling� (list each program separately)
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Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Igcentral/paris  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific material type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials in 
one box) 

Specific conversion factor used (if any) and Source Type of record and location of record 

/codes/reduce.htm 

Recycling 
Non-Residential Waste Audits* 21904 10 7% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9 
Other non-Residential recycling (list each program separately) 

2030-Commercial Onsite Pickup 
3419 1 7% 

Mixed paper, OCC and container materials (Al, 
plastic, glass, metal cans) Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City Hauling Reports and City Records 

4020-SP-TRS - Tires 
47 0 0% Tires 

Tonnage reports; consultant conversion 20Ibs ea car tire 
(USEPA) City Hauling Reports and City Surveys 

4060-SP-CAR - 
Concrete/As halt/Rubble -Gov. 734 0 4% City Street Resurfacing Recycling program 145Ibs/cu ft (City of Redding provided density) City Street Division Records 
4060-SP-CAR - 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble - New C&D 
Facilities 1659 0 8% Concrete / Ashpalt from New C & D facility (Sunrise) Business statement: 24tons per 20cy truck Facility estimate, sample invoice 
2060-RC-GOV Government Recycling 

0 0 0% 85.9 tons OCC, paper, metal Actual weight from City Records Included in City Hauling reports 

Subtotal Non-Residentlal Recycling 
13.6% 

Composting 
Non-Residential Waste Audits* See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9 
Other non-Residential composting (list each program separately) 

3070-Other Composting/ GW diversion 
2 0 0% Composting Business Audits EcoTelesis audits 

8010-TR- Biomass 5748 2 8% Scrap wood/greenwaste Wheelabrator scale Wheelabrator open gate and City of Redding records 
3070-Other Composting - Transfer 
Station wood to compost 20 0 0% Wood to compost Hauler records (next cell to right does not work in Excel) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential 
Composting 5770 2.8% 

Subtotal Non-Residential Diversion 45554 22.3% 
Residential/Non- Residential 

Diversion Activities 
ADC 
Sludge 4118 2.0% ..  Sludge - tons Actual weight from facility Govt. water treatment facilities 

Scrap metal 
8618 4.2% Scrap Metal 

Tonnage from metal recycler (8,463.95 T) & TS (154.25 
T) Metal Recycler and Transfer Station 

ConsbuctIon and demolition 

34205 16.7% 

Landfill beneficial reuse 27,221 tons, Cal Trans 2,100 
tons, Axner 2,204.38 tons, Leckey Land Clearing 
2680 tons) 

Volumetric estimation at LF, records from Cal Trans, 
Axner and Leckey Land Clearing. 

Documentation from Landfill closure and City of Redding 
memo; Cal Trans Records, Axner and Redding Water 
Dept. Records / Audit 

Landfill salvage 1 OA% Transfer salvage 7020-FR-TST Actual weight from TS log Transfer station log 

Subtotal Residential/Non-Residential 
diversion 6943 0 

Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 
Tons 12022 5.9%   

Total Diversion Tons 111746 54.7% 

Total Disposal Tons from Seel 92471 

Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
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Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific material type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials in 
one box)

Specific conversion factor used (if any) and Source Type of record and location of record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/lgcentral/paris
/codes/reduce.htm

Recycling
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 21904 10.7% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

2030-Commercial Onsite Pickup
3419 1.7%

Mixed paper, OCC and container materials (Al, 
plastic, glass, metal cans) Tonnage reports, actual weight from City records City Hauling Reports and City Records

4020-SP-TRS - Tires
47 0.0% Tires

Tonnage reports; consultant conversion 20lbs ea car tire 
(USEPA) City Hauling Reports and City Surveys

4060-SP-CAR - 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble -Gov. 734 0.4% City Street Resurfacing Recycling program 145lbs/cu ft   (City of Redding provided density) City Street Division Records
4060-SP-CAR - 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble - New C&D 
Facilities 1659 0.8% Concrete / Ashpalt from New C & D facility (Sunrise) Business statement: 24tons per 20cy truck Facility estimate, sample invoice
2060-RC-GOV Government Recycling

0 0.0% 85.9 tons OCC, paper, metal Actual weight from City Records Included in City Hauling reports
Subtotal  Non-Residential Recycling

27762 13.6%
Composting

  Non-Residential Waste Audits* See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

3070-Other Composting/ GW diversion
2 0.0% Composting Business Audits EcoTelesis audits

8010-TR- Biomass 5748 2.8% Scrap wood/greenwaste Wheelabrator scale Wheelabrator open gate and City of Redding records
3070-Other Composting - Transfer 
Station wood to compost 20 0.0% Wood to compost Hauler records (next cell to right does not work in Excel)
   Enter program name
   Enter program name

Subtotal  Non-Residential 
Composting 5770 2.8%

Subtotal  Non-Residential Diversion 45554 22.3%
  Residential/Non- Residential 
Diversion Activities
   ADC
   Sludge 4118 2.0% Sludge - tons Actual weight from facility Govt. water treatment facilities
   Scrap metal

8618 4.2% Scrap Metal
Tonnage from metal recycler (8,463.95 T) & TS (154.25 
T) Metal Recycler and Transfer Station

  Construction and demolition

34205 16.7%

Landfill beneficial reuse 27,221 tons, Cal Trans 2,100 
tons, Axner 2,204.38 tons, Leckey Land Clearing 
2680 tons)

Volumetric estimation at LF, records from Cal Trans, 
Axner and Leckey Land Clearing.

Documentation from Landfill closure and City of Redding 
memo; Cal Trans Records, Axner and Redding Water 
Dept. Records / Audit

   Landfill salvage 1 0.0% Transfer salvage 7020-FR-TST Actual weight from TS log Transfer station log

Subtotal Residential/Non-Residential 
diversion 46943 23.0%
Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 

Tons 12022 5.9%

Total Diversion Tons 111746 54.7%

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 92471 45.3%

  Other non-Residential composting (list each program separately)

  Other non-Residential recycling (list each program separately)
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Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/Igcentral/paris  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(NTotal 
Generation) 

Specific material type(s) (List operation w/muillple materials In 

one box) 
Specific conversion factor used (If any) and Source Type of record and location of record 

/codes/reduce.htm 

Total Generation Tons (DIv+Dls) 204217 . :•M=Mnnn 

Diversion::; Rate 55% 

Page 6 

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific material type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials in 
one box)

Specific conversion factor used (if any) and Source Type of record and location of record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/lgcentral/paris
/codes/reduce.htm

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 204217

Diversion Rate 55%
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9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits-Top 10 Non-Residential Generators 

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based on 
total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets. 
(Form will perform all addition calculations). 
Please provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) 
diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey 
form(s) used. 

Type of Non-residential 
Generator 

Audit 
Reference 

Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities include 
material type 

(e.g. paper recycling, grasscycling). 
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons 

Recycling 
Tons 

Composting 
Tons 

Total Diversion 
Tons 

 Portent Of TOW 
Generation (Total 

MMOOMO0 
Tons/Total 

Gene ion In 
0 

survey method 
Phone (P) 
Mali (pg) 
01,4as  (0) 
Other 

5411-Grocery Stores 516 Recycling Food, Recycling 
Uncoated corrugated cardboard, 
Recycling Film plastic, Source 
reduction Food 3 14523 14525.633 7.1% 

0 

1531-Operative Builders 

5098 

Source reduction Concrete 
new/expanded only, Source 
reduction Rock soil and fines 
new/expanded only 2680 2680  13% 

P (no one at 
site during time 
of visit) 

5199-Nondurable goods 43 Recycling Uncoated corrugated 0 901.085 901.50125  0.4% o 
5100-Wholesale trade-  502 Source reduction Wood pallets, Sour 835 835.068 0.4% o 
5411-Grocery Stores 2961 Recycling Food, Recycling Film 

P Recycling Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 832 83139 0.4% 

0 

5411-Grocery Stores 16602 Material exchange Food, Recycling 
Film plastic, Recycling Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard, Recycling 
Food, 
Recycling Other office paper, 
Material exchange Food, Recycling 
Remainder/composite organic 

16 767 782.92 0.4% 

0 

5399-Miscellaneous General 10153 Source reduction Wood pallets, 45 689 733.72407 0.4% 0 
5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. 8075 Recycling Film plastic, Recycling 11.992855 528 539.811355 a3% 
1799-Special trade 
contractors n.e.c. 

Reuse Concrete new/expanded 
only. Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic, 
Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only, Reuse 
Uncoated corrugated cardboard, 
Recycling Prunings and trimmings, 
Source reduction Office white ledger 

3586 427 7 434.633 
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Type of Non-residential 
Generator

Audit 
Reference 
Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities include 
material type

(e.g. paper recycling, grasscycling).
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons

Recycling 
Tons

Composting 
Tons

Total Diversion 
Tons

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8)

Survey Method
Phone (P)
Mail (M)
On-site (O)
Other ___

5411-Grocery Stores 516 Recycling Food, Recycling 
Uncoated corrugated cardboard, 
Recycling Film plastic, Source 
reduction Food 3 14523 14525.633 7.1%

O

1531-Operative Builders

5098

Source reduction Concrete 
new/expanded only, Source 
reduction Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only 2680 2680 1.3%

P (no one at 
site during time 
of visit)

5199-Nondurable goods, 43 Recycling Uncoated corrugated 0 901.085 901.50125 0.4% O
5100-Wholesale trade- 502 Source reduction Wood pallets, Sour 835 835.068 0.4% O
5411-Grocery Stores 2961 Recycling Food, Recycling Film 

plastic, Recycling Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard 832 831.69 0.4%

O

5411-Grocery Stores 16602 Material exchange Food, Recycling 
Film plastic, Recycling Uncoated 
corrugated cardboard, Recycling 
Food,
Recycling Other office paper, 
Material exchange Food, Recycling 
Remainder/composite organic

16 767 782.92 0.4%

O

5399-Miscellaneous General 10153 Source reduction Wood pallets, 45 689 733.72407 0.4% O
5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. 8075 Recycling Film plastic, Recycling 11.992855 528 539.811355 0.3% O
1799-Special trade 
contractors, n.e.c.

3586

Reuse Concrete new/expanded 
only, Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic, 
Reuse Rock, soil and fines 
new/expanded only, Reuse 
Uncoated corrugated cardboard, 
Recycling Prunings and trimmings, 
Source reduction Office white ledger

427 7 434.633 0.2%

O

9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits-Top 10 Non-Residential Generators

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based on 
total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets.
(Form will perform all addition calculations).
Please provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) 
diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey 
form(s) used.  
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5411-Grocery Stores 

7625 

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic, 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard, Source reduction Office 
white ledger, Source reduction 
Wood pallets, Recycling Wood 
pallets, Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers, Source reduction Food, 
Recycling Food, Recycling 
Remainder/composite paper 

33 384 416.59233 0.2% 

0 

Totals 4051.1789 18630.3942 22681.57301 11.1% 

Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources. (e.g. 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business) 

Cardboard 

Page 8 

5411-Grocery Stores

7625

Source reduction 
Remainder/composite plastic, 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard, Source reduction Office 
white ledger, Source reduction 
Wood pallets, Recycling Wood 
pallets, Recycling Misc. plastic 
containers, Source reduction Food, 
Recycling Food, Recycling 
Remainder/composite paper 

33 384 416.59233 0.2%

O

4051.1789 18630.3942 22681.57301 11.1%Totals

Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources.  (e.g. Cardboard 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business) 
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10. For each restricted waste type [i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, (e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.) scrap metals 
and white goods (PRC Section 41781.2)] and associated program, please provide the following information: 
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table. 
(Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type; (e.g., diversion conducted by City 
Public Waste Dept). 

Restricted Waste Type 

Scrap Metal V 

Inert Solids V 

Inert Solids V 

Inert Solids V 

Inert Solids V 

Specific Program name Year started Tonnage 

Scrap Metal (new recycling facility) 2000 & ongoing 8464 

Processed C & D / Soils from City Department (Separate documentatioi 2001& ongoing 27221 

Cal Trans C & D recycling / reuse 994-95 & ongoir 2100 

Leckey Land Clearing 2001 2680 

Axner pt.1990 & ongoi 2204 

Inert Solids V Sunrise 2002 1659 

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, on a separate sheet, marked 
following documentation: (Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already 
Board, you do not have to provide an attachment 10b for that waste type and program. 
Instead please provide date of Board approval of preciously submitted information. 
If documentation is not available, go to 10d. 
■ How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which 
diversion [PRC Sec. 41781.2 (c) (1)]. 
■ That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less 
of that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year 
criterion is applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs 
[PRC Sec. 41781.2 (c) (2)]). Please include documentation. 
■ The jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs 
Reduction and Recycling Element. 
c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested 
not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed: 

attachment 10b, provide the 
been approved by the 

(Date) 

specifically resulted in the 

than or equal to the amount 
before 1990. (Note: this 

in its Source 

in 10b is available (but 

Restricted Waste Type 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Specific Program Name New base year or reporting 
year diversion tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. (Note: Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation.) 

Restricted Waste Type 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Specific Program name New base year or 
reporting year 

tonnage 

1990 
diversion 
tonnage 

Difference 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Pull Down for Waste Types V 

Page 9 

Instead please provide date of Board approval of preciously submitted information. (Date)

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. (Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation.)

New base year or 
reporting year 

tonnage

1990 
diversion 
tonnage

Difference

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

2001& ongoing

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New base year or reporting 
year diversion tonnage

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, on a separate sheet, marked attachment 10b, provide the 
following documentation: (Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the 
Board, you do not have to provide an attachment 10b for that waste type and program.  

If documentation is not available, go to 10d.

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

2001

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

ept.1990 & ongoi

        How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically resulted in the 
diversion [PRC Sec. 41781.2 (c) (1)].

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program name

pull down for waste types

1659

Processed C & D / Soils from City Department (Separate documentation

Cal Trans C & D recycling / reuse 994-95 & ongoin
27221
2100

Leckey Land Clearing 2680

2002
Axner

Sunrise

c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is available (but 
not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed:

         The jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs in its Source 
Reduction and Recycling Element.

         That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than or equal to the amount 
of that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. (Note: this 
criterion is applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs
[PRC Sec. 41781.2 (c) (2)]). Please include documentation.

2204

pull down for waste types

10. For each restricted waste type [i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, (e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.) scrap metals 
and white goods (PRC Section 41781.2)] and associated program, please provide the following information:
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table.
(Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type; (e.g., diversion conducted by City 
Public Waste Dept).

Tonnage

8464

Year startedSpecific Program nameRestricted Waste Type

2000 & ongoingScrap Metal (new recycling facility)pull down for waste typesScrap Metal

Inert Solids

Inert Solids

Inert Solids

Inert Solids

Inert Solids

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste TypesPull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types
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Section 10 a. 
Additional programs having restricted waste, counted in business audits. 

Restricted Waste Type Specific program name Start Date Tonnage 
Inert Solids LECKEY LAND MATERIALS 2001 2,660.0 
Inert Solids LECKEY LAND MATERIALS 2001 20.0 
Scrap Metal REDDING RECORD-SEARCHLIGHT 1990 0.2 
Scrap Metal REDDING RECORD-SEARCHLIGHT 1990 5.2 
Inert Solids PALOMAR BUILDERS, INC. 2000 16.7 
Inert Solids PALOMAR BUILDERS, INC. 2000 410.4 
Scrap Metal COCA COLA BOTTLE CO OF RDG 1997 30.0 
Scrap Metal COCA COLA BOTTLE CO OF RDG 1997 120.0 
Scrap Metal CONTECH CORPORATION 1992 217.0 
Scrap Metal CONTECH CORPORATION 1992 3.0 
Scrap Metal DJ's STEEL 1995 180.0 
Scrap Metal PHIL-TITE ENTERPRISES 1995 156.4 
Scrap Metal WAIT ROOFING COMPANY 1995 108.7 
Scrap Metal CHATSWORTH PRODUCTS INC 2001 48.0 
Scrap Metal STEEL TRUSS & SUPPLY 1992 0.6 
Scrap Metal STEEL TRUSS & SUPPLY 1992 45.6 
Scrap Metal STEEL TRUSS & SUPPLY 1992 2.7 
Scrap Metal HAYS PUMPS INC 1996 1.2 
Scrap Metal U.S. Dept of Agriculture/ Forest Service 2000 0.0 
Scrap Metal J & A MECHANICAL, INC. 2000 35.4 
Scrap Metal SEARS, ROEBUCK & CO 1991 27.2 
Scrap Metal WONDER METALS CORPORATION 1990 10.0 
Scrap Metal MCHALE SIGN COMPANY 2000 8.0 
Scrap Metal MCHALE SIGN COMPANY 2000 4.0 
Inert Solids TECO CLEANING & RESTORATION 1992 10.0 
Inert Solids EAGLE PAVING & GRADING AC GRINDING 1998 8.3 
Scrap Metal MORPHEUS TECHNOLOGIES LLC 1997 7.5 
Scrap Metal BENCOR MFG CORP 2002 0.1 
Scrap Metal BENCOR MFG CORP 2002 0.1 
Scrap Metal WARNER ENTERPRISES 2000 0.5 
Scrap Metal JUSTIS WOOD RECYCLING 2001 0.2 

Section 10 a.
Additional programs having restricted waste, counted in business audits.

Restricted Waste Type Specific program name Start Date Tonnage
Inert Solids LECKEY LAND MATERIALS 2001 2,660.0
Inert Solids LECKEY LAND MATERIALS 2001 20.0
Scrap Metal REDDING RECORD-SEARCHLIGHT 1990 0.2
Scrap Metal REDDING RECORD-SEARCHLIGHT 1990 5.2
Inert Solids PALOMAR BUILDERS, INC. 2000 16.7
Inert Solids PALOMAR BUILDERS, INC. 2000 410.4
Scrap Metal COCA COLA BOTTLE CO OF RDG 1997 30.0
Scrap Metal COCA COLA BOTTLE CO OF RDG 1997 120.0
Scrap Metal CONTECH CORPORATION 1992 217.0
Scrap Metal CONTECH CORPORATION 1992 3.0
Scrap Metal DJ's STEEL 1995 180.0
Scrap Metal PHIL-TITE ENTERPRISES 1995 156.4
Scrap Metal WAIT ROOFING COMPANY 1995 108.7
Scrap Metal CHATSWORTH PRODUCTS INC 2001 48.0
Scrap Metal STEEL TRUSS & SUPPLY 1992 0.6
Scrap Metal STEEL TRUSS & SUPPLY 1992 45.6
Scrap Metal STEEL TRUSS & SUPPLY 1992 2.7
Scrap Metal HAYS PUMPS INC 1996 1.2
Scrap Metal U.S. Dept of Agriculture/ Forest Service 2000 0.0
Scrap Metal J & A MECHANICAL, INC. 2000 35.4
Scrap Metal SEARS, ROEBUCK & CO 1991 27.2
Scrap Metal WONDER METALS CORPORATION 1990 10.0
Scrap Metal MCHALE SIGN COMPANY 2000 8.0
Scrap Metal MCHALE SIGN COMPANY 2000 4.0
Inert Solids TECO CLEANING & RESTORATION 1992 10.0
Inert Solids EAGLE PAVING & GRADING AC GRINDING 1998 8.3
Scrap Metal MORPHEUS TECHNOLOGIES LLC 1997 7.5
Scrap Metal BENCOR MFG CORP 2002 0.1
Scrap Metal BENCOR MFG CORP 2002 0.1
Scrap Metal WARNER ENTERPRISES 2000 0.5
Scrap Metal JUSTIS WOOD RECYCLING 2001 0.2
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Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding 
Business Survey/Audit 

Number 
Identification 

Business Type (Example - grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/ 
Materiel Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 

etc.) 
plastic, 

Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons) 
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons 
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 488.59 0.00 488.59 
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 15.08 0.00 15.08 
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 13958.64 0.00 13958.64 
516 5411-Grocery Stores Source Reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.60 0.00 0.00 2.60 
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 60.32 0.00 60.32 

Subtotal- 2.60 14522.63 0.00 14525.23 
5098 1531-Operative Builders Source Reduction Concrete See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Source Reduction E-Waste Primarily Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.42 0.00 0.00 0.42 
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 840.00 0.00 840.00 
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 57.96 0.00 57.96 
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/Composite Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.13 
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 3.00 0.00 3.00 

Subtotal - 042 901.09 0.00 901.51 
502 5100-Wholesale trade-nondurable goods Source Reduction Office White Ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.78 0.00 0.00 0.78 
502 5100-Wholesale trade-nondurable goods Source Reduction Wood Pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 834.29 0.00 0.00 834.29 

Subtotal- 835.07 0.00 0.00 835.07 
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 488.59 0.00 488.59 
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling F11111 Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 15.08 0.00 15.08 
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 267.70 0.00 267.70 
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 60.32 0.00 60.32 

Subtotal- 0.00 831.69 0.00 831.69 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 310.25 0.00 310.25 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.57 0.00 0.00 6.57 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 25.81 0.00 25.81 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling F11111 Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 3.77 0.00 3.77 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/Composite Organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.26 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 9.13 0.00 0.00 9.13 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other Office Paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.55 0.00 0.55 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 426.58 0.00 426.58 

Subtotal- 15.70 767.22 0.00 782.92 
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 683.00 0.00 683.00 
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling F11111 Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.05 
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source Reduction Wood Pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.26 0.00 0.00 6.26 
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Material Exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.35 0.00 0.00 2.35 
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 36.50 0.00 0.00 36.50 
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Other Miscellaneous Paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.57 0.00 5.57 

Subtotal- 45.11 688.62 0.00 733.73 
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 104.29 0.00 104.29 
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 422.36 0.00 422.36 
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.52 0.00 0.00 6.52 
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.48 0.00 0.00 5.48 
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.18 0.00 1.18 

Subtotal- 12.00 527.83 0.00 539.83 
3586 1799-Spedal trade contractors, n.e.c. Recycling Prunings and trimmings See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.29 0.00 7.29 
3586 1799-Spedal trade contractors, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
3586 1799-Spedal trade contractors, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
3586 1799-Spedal trade contractors, n.e.c. Reuse Concrete See original spreadsheet submitted by City 16.70 0.00 0.00 16.70 
3586 1799-Spedal trade contractors, n.e.c. Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09 
3586 1799-Spedal trade contractors, n.e.c. Reuse Rock soil and fines See original spreadsheet submitted by City 410.40 0.00 0.00 410.40 

Subtotal - 427.35 7.29 0.00 434.64 
7312 S411 -Grocery Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
7312 5411 -Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 
7312 5411 -Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 26.07 0.00 0.00 26.07 
7312 5411 -Grocery Stores Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.82 0.00 7.82 
7312 5411 -Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 78.21 0.00 78.21 
7312 5411 -Grocery Stores Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.09 0.00 2.09 
7312 5411 -Grocery Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.00 0.00 5.21 
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 286.79 0.00 286.79 
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 9.13 0.00 9.13 

Subtotal- 32.54 384.05 0.00 416.59 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.09 0.00 2.09 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 78.21 0.00 78.21 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.00 0.00 5.21 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.82 0.00 7.82 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 9.13 0.00 9.13 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 286.79 0.00 286.79 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 26.07 0.00 0.00 26.07 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 

Subtotal- 32.55 384.04 0.00 416.59 
3014 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.53 0.00 20.53 
3014 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 365.00 0.00 365.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 385.53 0.00 385.53 
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Other non-ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 30.00 0.00 0.00 30.00 
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Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding
Business Survey/Audit Identification 

Number Business Type (Example - grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons)
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 488.59 0.00 488.59
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 15.08 0.00 15.08
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 13958.64 0.00 13958.64
516 5411-Grocery Stores Source Reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.60 0.00 0.00 2.60
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 60.32 0.00 60.32

Subtotal - 2.60 14522.63 0.00 14525.23
5098 1531-Operative Builders Source Reduction Concrete See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Subtotal - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Source Reduction E-Waste Primarily Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.42 0.00 0.00 0.42
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 840.00 0.00 840.00
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 57.96 0.00 57.96
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/Composite Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.13
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 3.00 0.00 3.00

Subtotal - 0.42 901.09 0.00 901.51
502 5100-Wholesale trade-nondurable goods Source Reduction Office White Ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.78 0.00 0.00 0.78
502 5100-Wholesale trade-nondurable goods Source Reduction Wood Pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 834.29 0.00 0.00 834.29

Subtotal - 835.07 0.00 0.00 835.07
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 488.59 0.00 488.59
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 15.08 0.00 15.08
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 267.70 0.00 267.70
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 60.32 0.00 60.32

Subtotal - 0.00 831.69 0.00 831.69
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 310.25 0.00 310.25
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.57 0.00 0.00 6.57
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 25.81 0.00 25.81
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 3.77 0.00 3.77
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/Composite Organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.26
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 9.13 0.00 0.00 9.13
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other Office Paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.55 0.00 0.55
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 426.58 0.00 426.58

Subtotal - 15.70 767.22 0.00 782.92
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 683.00 0.00 683.00
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.05
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source Reduction Wood Pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.26 0.00 0.00 6.26
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Material Exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.35 0.00 0.00 2.35
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 36.50 0.00 0.00 36.50
10153 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Other Miscellaneous Paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.57 0.00 5.57

Subtotal - 45.11 688.62 0.00 733.73
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 104.29 0.00 104.29
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 422.36 0.00 422.36
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.52 0.00 0.00 6.52
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.48 0.00 0.00 5.48
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.18 0.00 1.18

Subtotal - 12.00 527.83 0.00 539.83
3586 1799-Special trade contractors, n.e.c. Recycling Prunings and trimmings See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.29 0.00 7.29
3586 1799-Special trade contractors, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
3586 1799-Special trade contractors, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13
3586 1799-Special trade contractors, n.e.c. Reuse Concrete See original spreadsheet submitted by City 16.70 0.00 0.00 16.70
3586 1799-Special trade contractors, n.e.c. Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09
3586 1799-Special trade contractors, n.e.c. Reuse Rock, soil and fines See original spreadsheet submitted by City 410.40 0.00 0.00 410.40

Subtotal - 427.35 7.29 0.00 434.64
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 26.07 0.00 0.00 26.07
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.82 0.00 7.82
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 78.21 0.00 78.21
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.09 0.00 2.09
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.00 0.00 5.21
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 286.79 0.00 286.79
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 9.13 0.00 9.13

Subtotal - 32.54 384.05 0.00 416.59
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.09 0.00 2.09
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 78.21 0.00 78.21
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.00 0.00 5.21
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.82 0.00 7.82
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 9.13 0.00 9.13
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 286.79 0.00 286.79
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 26.07 0.00 0.00 26.07
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00

Subtotal - 32.55 384.04 0.00 416.59
3014 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.53 0.00 20.53
3014 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 365.00 0.00 365.00

Subtotal - 0.00 385.53 0.00 385.53
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Other non-ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 30.00 0.00 0.00 30.00
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August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2a 

Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding 
Business Survey/Audit 

Number 
Identification 

Business Type (Example -grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/ 
Materiel Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons) 
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons 
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/composite household hazardous See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.00 0.00 5.00 
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.61 0.00 2.61 
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 100.00 0.00 100.00 
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.00 0.00 0.00 6.00 
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 26.07 0.00 26.07 
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 

Subtotal- 36.26 133.68 0.00 169.94 
3626 8062-General Medical and Surgical Hospitals Source reduction Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 
3626 8062-General Medical and Surgical Hospitals Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 36.50 0.00 36.50 
3626 8062-General Medical and Surgical Hospitals Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 135.00 0.00 135.00 
3626 8062-General Medical and Surgical Hospitals Recycling Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 74.87 0.00 74.87 

Subtotal- 0.22 246.37 0.00 246.59 
1406 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.38 
1406 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.21 0.00 5.21 
1406 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4.89 0.00 4.89 
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 45.00 0.00 45.00 
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 187.71 0.00 187.71 

Subtotal- 0.61 242.81 0.00 243.42 
7020 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 
7020 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.80 0.00 0.00 0.80 

Subtotal- 0.85 0.00 0.00 0.85 
4960 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.00 0.00 4.17 
4960 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 
4960 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 216.00 0.00 216.00 

Subtotal- 4.56 216.00 0.00 220.56 
9003 8200-Educational services Material exchange Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
9003 8200-Educational services Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15 
9003 8200-Educational services Material exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.68 0.00 0.00 0.68 
9003 8200-Educational services Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 182.50 0.00 0.00 182.50 
9003 8200-Educational services Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.45 0.00 1.45 

Subtotal- 183.59 1.45 0.00 185.04 
3075 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.38 
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 62.57 0.00 0.00 62.57 
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.30 0.00 0.00 1.30 
622 5141-Groceries, general line Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 104.29 0.00 104.29 
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 

Subtotal- 65.25 104.29 0.00 169.54 
506 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 93.86 0.00 93.86 
506 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 20.86 0.00 0.00 20.86 
506 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
506 5311-Department Stores Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 52.14 0.00 52.14 

Subtotal- 21.12 146.00 0.00 167.12 
3837 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
3837 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 
3837 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 

Subtotal- 1.14 0.00 0.00 1.14 
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 139.12 0.00 139.12 
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.43 0.00 10.43 
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.20 0.00 2.20 
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30 

Subtotal- 0.00 152.05 0.00 152.05 
2454 
2454 
2454 
2454 

5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper 
Recycling Other office paper 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard 
Recycling Film plastic 

See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.43 0.00 10.43 
5411-Grocery Stores See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30 
5411-Grocery Stores See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 139.12 0.00 139.12 
5411-Grocery Stores See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.20 0.00 2.20 

Subtotal- 0.00 152.05 0.00 152.05 
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.20 0.00 2.20 
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.43 0.00 10.43 
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 139.12 0.00 139.12 
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30 

Subtotal- 0.00 152.05 0.00 152.05 
12965 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
12965 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 140.79 0.00 140.79 
12965 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Material exchange Lumber See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.04 0.00 0.00 4.04 
12965 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 

Subtotal- 5.17 140.79 0.00 145.96 
4851 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.00 0.00 4.17 
4851 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 28.28 0.00 28.28 
4851 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 97.77 0.00 97.77 
4851 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal- 4.30 126.05 0.00 130.35 
2476 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 115.00 0.00 115.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 115.00 0.00 115.00 
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Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding
Business Survey/Audit Identification 

Number Business Type (Example - grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons)
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/composite household hazardous See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.00 0.00 5.00
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.61 0.00 2.61
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 100.00 0.00 100.00
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.00 0.00 0.00 6.00
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 26.07 0.00 26.07
441 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26

Subtotal - 36.26 133.68 0.00 169.94
3626 8062-General Medical and Surgical Hospitals Source reduction Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22
3626 8062-General Medical and Surgical Hospitals Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 36.50 0.00 36.50
3626 8062-General Medical and Surgical Hospitals Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 135.00 0.00 135.00
3626 8062-General Medical and Surgical Hospitals Recycling Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 74.87 0.00 74.87

Subtotal - 0.22 246.37 0.00 246.59
1406 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.38
1406 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.21 0.00 5.21
1406 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4.89 0.00 4.89
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 45.00 0.00 45.00
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 187.71 0.00 187.71

Subtotal - 0.61 242.81 0.00 243.42
7020 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05
7020 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.80 0.00 0.00 0.80

Subtotal - 0.85 0.00 0.00 0.85
4960 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.00 0.00 4.17
4960 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39
4960 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 216.00 0.00 216.00

Subtotal - 4.56 216.00 0.00 220.56
9003 8200-Educational services Material exchange Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26
9003 8200-Educational services Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15
9003 8200-Educational services Material exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.68 0.00 0.00 0.68
9003 8200-Educational services Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 182.50 0.00 0.00 182.50
9003 8200-Educational services Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.45 0.00 1.45

Subtotal - 183.59 1.45 0.00 185.04
3075 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Subtotal - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.38
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 62.57 0.00 0.00 62.57
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.30 0.00 0.00 1.30
622 5141-Groceries, general line Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 104.29 0.00 104.29
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00

Subtotal - 65.25 104.29 0.00 169.54
506 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 93.86 0.00 93.86
506 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 20.86 0.00 0.00 20.86
506 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26
506 5311-Department Stores Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 52.14 0.00 52.14

Subtotal - 21.12 146.00 0.00 167.12
3837 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02
3837 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52
3837 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60

Subtotal - 1.14 0.00 0.00 1.14
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 139.12 0.00 139.12
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.43 0.00 10.43
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.20 0.00 2.20
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30

Subtotal - 0.00 152.05 0.00 152.05
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.43 0.00 10.43
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 139.12 0.00 139.12
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.20 0.00 2.20

Subtotal - 0.00 152.05 0.00 152.05
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.20 0.00 2.20
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.43 0.00 10.43
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 139.12 0.00 139.12
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30

Subtotal - 0.00 152.05 0.00 152.05
12965 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13
12965 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 140.79 0.00 140.79
12965 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Material exchange Lumber See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.04 0.00 0.00 4.04
12965 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00

Subtotal - 5.17 140.79 0.00 145.96
4851 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.00 0.00 4.17
4851 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 28.28 0.00 28.28
4851 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 97.77 0.00 97.77
4851 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13

Subtotal - 4.30 126.05 0.00 130.35
2476 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 115.00 0.00 115.00

Subtotal - 0.00 115.00 0.00 115.00
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2a 

Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding 
Business Survey/Audit 

Number 
Identification 

Business Type (Example -grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/ 
Materiel Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons) 
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons 
1608 1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet Metal Work Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15 
1608 1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet Metal Work Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

Subtotal- 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18 
1366 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 104.29 0.00 104.29 
1366 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.61 0.00 0.00 2.61 
1366 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.21 
1366 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.66 0.00 0.66 
1366 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 

Subtotal - 3.34 104.85 0.00 108.29 
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.49 0.00 0.00 1.49 
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 57.50 0.00 0.00 57.50 
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction HDPE containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.00 0.00 10.00 
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 35.00 0.00 0.00 35.00 

Subtotal - 94.05 10.00 0.00 104.05 
14862 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 97.77 0.00 97.77 
14862 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 

Subtotal - 0.08 97.77 0.00 97.85 
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 9.03 0.00 0.00 9.03 
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.39 0.00 0.00 1.39 
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09 
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 22.08 0.00 0.00 22.08 
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 27.63 0.00 27.63 
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Reuse Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.51 0.00 0.00 0.51 

Subtotal- 33.10 27.63 0.00 60.73 
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.74 0.00 0.00 5.74 
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 6.00 0.00 6.00 
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.73 0.00 0.00 4.73 
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 26.07 0.00 0.00 26.07 
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 8.00 0.00 8.00 
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.00 0.00 5.21 
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 

Subtotal - 42.22 14.00 0.00 56.22 
13458 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 7.91 0.00 0.00 7.91 

Subtotal - 7.91 0.00 0.00 7.91 
7229 5945-Hobby, toy, and game shops Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 15.40 0.00 15.40 
7229 5945-Hobby, toy, and game shops Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 35.00 0.00 35.00 
7229 5945-Hobby, toy, and game shops Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30 
7229 5945-Hobby, toy, and game shops Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

Subtotal - 0.33 5040 0.00 50.73 
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30 
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.70 0.00 0.00 2.70 
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

Subtotal- 3.69 0.00 0.00 3.69 
7693 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 
7693 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 
7693 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 26.11 0.00 26.11 
7693 5311-Department Stores Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 16.29 0.00 16.29 
7693 5311-Department Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4.48 0.00 4.48 

Subtotal - 0.12 46.88 0.00 47.00 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.32 0.00 0.00 1.32 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Newspaper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 31.29 0.00 31.29 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.87 0.00 0.00 2.87 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.20 0.00 0.00 1.20 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.56 0.00 0.00 3.56 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 

Subtotal- 11.05 31.29 0.00 42.34 
504 0800-Forestry Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 14.25 0.00 14.25 
504 0800-Forestry Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 
504 0800-Forestry Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 22.81 0.00 0.00 22.81 

Subtotal- 22.87 1425 0.00 37.12 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.50 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.80 0.00 0.00 4.80 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 12.00 0.00 12.00 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Reuse Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.27 
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Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding
Business Survey/Audit Identification 

Number Business Type (Example - grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons)
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons
1608 1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet Metal Work Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15
1608 1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet Metal Work Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03

Subtotal - 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18
1366 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 104.29 0.00 104.29
1366 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.61 0.00 0.00 2.61
1366 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.21
1366 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.66 0.00 0.66
1366 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52

Subtotal - 3.34 104.95 0.00 108.29
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.49 0.00 0.00 1.49
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 57.50 0.00 0.00 57.50
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction HDPE containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.00 0.00 10.00
13337 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 35.00 0.00 0.00 35.00

Subtotal - 94.05 10.00 0.00 104.05
14862 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 97.77 0.00 97.77
14862 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08

Subtotal - 0.08 97.77 0.00 97.85
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 9.03 0.00 0.00 9.03
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.39 0.00 0.00 1.39
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 22.08 0.00 0.00 22.08
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 27.63 0.00 27.63
13650 8011-Offices and Clinics of Doctors of Medicine Reuse Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.51 0.00 0.00 0.51

Subtotal - 33.10 27.63 0.00 60.73
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.74 0.00 0.00 5.74
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 6.00 0.00 6.00
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.73 0.00 0.00 4.73
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 26.07 0.00 0.00 26.07
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 8.00 0.00 8.00
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.00 0.00 5.21
3555 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39

Subtotal - 42.22 14.00 0.00 56.22
13458 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 7.91 0.00 0.00 7.91

Subtotal - 7.91 0.00 0.00 7.91
7229 5945-Hobby, toy, and game shops Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 15.40 0.00 15.40
7229 5945-Hobby, toy, and game shops Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 35.00 0.00 35.00
7229 5945-Hobby, toy, and game shops Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30
7229 5945-Hobby, toy, and game shops Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03

Subtotal - 0.33 50.40 0.00 50.73
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.70 0.00 0.00 2.70
8846 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03

Subtotal - 3.69 0.00 0.00 3.69
7693 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05
7693 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07
7693 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 26.11 0.00 26.11
7693 5311-Department Stores Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 16.29 0.00 16.29
7693 5311-Department Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4.48 0.00 4.48

Subtotal - 0.12 46.88 0.00 47.00
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.32 0.00 0.00 1.32
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Newspaper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 31.29 0.00 31.29
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.87 0.00 0.00 2.87
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.20 0.00 0.00 1.20
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.56 0.00 0.00 3.56
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26
4367 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07

Subtotal - 11.05 31.29 0.00 42.34
504 0800-Forestry Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 14.25 0.00 14.25
504 0800-Forestry Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06
504 0800-Forestry Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 22.81 0.00 0.00 22.81

Subtotal - 22.87 14.25 0.00 37.12
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.50
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.80 0.00 0.00 4.80
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 12.00 0.00 12.00
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Reuse Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.27
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2a 

Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding 
Business Survey/Audit 

Number 
Identification 

Business Type (Example - grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/ 
Materiel Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons) 
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Source reduction Paper bags See original spreadsheet submitted by City 11.47 0.00 0.00 11.47 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Reuse Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.52 0.00 0.00 6.52 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.50 0.00 0.00 1.50 

Subtotal- 25.09 12.00 0.00 37.09 
12997 1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air Conditioning Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.57 0.00 0.00 0.57 

Subtotal - 0.57 0.00 0.00 0.57 
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 35.20 0.00 35.20 
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 

Subtotal - 0.35 35.20 0.00 35.59 
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.20 0.00 7.20 
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.86 0.00 20.86 
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.65 0.00 0.00 0.65 

Subtotal - 0.91 28.06 0.00 28.97 
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Source reduction E-Waste primarily !nets! See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.39 0.00 0.00 1.39 
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.98 0.00 0.00 0.98 
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Source reduction Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 20.00 0.00 0.00 20.00 
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.38 
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.20 0.00 1.20 
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20 
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4.80 0.00 4.80 

Subtotal - 22.57 6.38 0.00 28.95 
8184 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.69 0.00 0.00 0.69 
8184 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 

Subtotal- 0.79 0.00 0.00 0.79 
6348 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.86 0.00 20.86 
6348 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.56 0.00 0.00 4.56 
6348 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Aluminum cans See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.03 
6348 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 

Subtotal - 4.63 20.89 0.00 25.52 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.40 0.00 0.00 2.40 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.22 0.00 0.00 4.22 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Scavenging Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.25 0.00 2.25 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.00 0.00 0.00 5.00 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.17 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Material exchange E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse HDPE containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 

Subtotal - 12.10 3.25 0.00 15.35 
4628 7549-Automotive services, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.21 
4628 7549-Automotive services, n.e.c. Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 12.72 0.00 0.00 12.72 
4628 7549-Automotive services, n.e.c. Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 8.4 0.00 0.00 8.40 

Subtotal- 21.12 0.21 0.00 21.33 
6721 4212-Local Trucking Without Storage Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.00 0.00 20.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 20.00 0.00 20.00 
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.87 0.00 0.00 2.87 
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.00 0.00 5.21 
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.00 0.00 4.17 
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.30 0.00 0.00 4.30 

Subtotal - 16.55 0.00 0.00 16.55 
4346 2499-Wood products, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 14.06 0.00 14.06 
4346 2499-Wood products, n.e.c. Recycling Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.50 0.00 1.50 

Subtotal - 0.00 15.56 0.00 15.56 
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/composite household hazardous See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.11 
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Batteries See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.21 
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Prunings and trimmings See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.32 0.00 0.00 1.32 
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 11.50 0.00 0.00 11.50 
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23 
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.45 
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09 
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal- 14.32 0.32 0.00 14.64 
13498 5531-Auto and Home Supply Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.70 0.00 5.70 
13498 5531-Auto and Home Supply Stores Material exchange Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
13498 5531-Auto and Home Supply Stores Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 8.34 0.00 8.34 

Subtotal- 0.03 14.04 0.00 14.07 
5253 1799-Spedal trade contractors, n.e.c. Source reduction E-Waste other See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 
5253 1799-Spedal trade contractors, n.e.c. Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.49 0.00 1.49 
5253 1799-Spedal trade contractors, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
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Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons)
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Source reduction Paper bags See original spreadsheet submitted by City 11.47 0.00 0.00 11.47
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Reuse Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.52 0.00 0.00 6.52
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.50 0.00 0.00 1.50

Subtotal - 25.09 12.00 0.00 37.09
12997 1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air Conditioning Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.57 0.00 0.00 0.57

Subtotal - 0.57 0.00 0.00 0.57
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 35.20 0.00 35.20
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26

Subtotal - 0.39 35.20 0.00 35.59
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.20 0.00 7.20
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.86 0.00 20.86
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.65 0.00 0.00 0.65

Subtotal - 0.91 28.06 0.00 28.97
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Source reduction E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.39 0.00 0.00 1.39
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.98 0.00 0.00 0.98
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Source reduction Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 20.00 0.00 0.00 20.00
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.38
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.20 0.00 1.20
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20
9006 4900-Electric, gas, and sanitary services Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4.80 0.00 4.80

Subtotal - 22.57 6.38 0.00 28.95
8184 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.69 0.00 0.00 0.69
8184 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10

Subtotal - 0.79 0.00 0.00 0.79
6348 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.86 0.00 20.86
6348 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.56 0.00 0.00 4.56
6348 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Aluminum cans See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.03
6348 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07

Subtotal - 4.63 20.89 0.00 25.52
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.40 0.00 0.00 2.40
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.22 0.00 0.00 4.22
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Scavenging Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.25 0.00 2.25
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.00 0.00 0.00 5.00
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.17
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Material exchange E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse HDPE containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13
3719 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00

Subtotal - 12.10 3.25 0.00 15.35
4628 7549-Automotive services, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.21
4628 7549-Automotive services, n.e.c. Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 12.72 0.00 0.00 12.72
4628 7549-Automotive services, n.e.c. Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 8.4 0.00 0.00 8.40

Subtotal - 21.12 0.21 0.00 21.33
6721 4212-Local Trucking Without Storage Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.00 0.00 20.00

Subtotal - 0.00 20.00 0.00 20.00
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.87 0.00 0.00 2.87
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.00 0.00 5.21
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.00 0.00 4.17
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.30 0.00 0.00 4.30

Subtotal - 16.55 0.00 0.00 16.55
4346 2499-Wood products, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 14.06 0.00 14.06
4346 2499-Wood products, n.e.c. Recycling Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.50 0.00 1.50

Subtotal - 0.00 15.56 0.00 15.56
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Remainder/composite household hazardous See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.11
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Batteries See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.21
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Prunings and trimmings See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.32 0.00 0.00 1.32
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 11.50 0.00 0.00 11.50
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.45
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09
9473 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13

Subtotal - 14.32 0.32 0.00 14.64
13498 5531-Auto and Home Supply Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.70 0.00 5.70
13498 5531-Auto and Home Supply Stores Material exchange Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
13498 5531-Auto and Home Supply Stores Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 8.34 0.00 8.34

Subtotal - 0.03 14.04 0.00 14.07
5253 1799-Special trade contractors, n.e.c. Source reduction E-Waste other See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05
5253 1799-Special trade contractors, n.e.c. Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.49 0.00 1.49
5253 1799-Special trade contractors, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2a 

Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding 
Business Survey/Audit 

Number 
Identification 

Business Type (Example - grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/ 
Materiel Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons) 
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons 
Subtotal- 0.07 149 0.00 1.56 

204 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 
204 1531-Operative Builders Material exchange Concrete new/expanded only See original spreadsheet submitted by City 10.00 0.00 0.00 10.00 

Subtotal- 10.22 0.00 0.00 10.22 
8016 1611-Highway and Street Construction Except Elevated Highways Recycling Asphalt paving new/expanded only See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
17046 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 7.82 0.00 0.00 7.82 
17046 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal- 795 0.00 0.00 795 
12893 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 
12893 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 

Subtotal- 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.43 
10359 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.20 0.00 7.20 
10359 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 

Subtotal- 0.07 7.20 0.00 727 
16396 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.66 
16396 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.02 0.00 0.00 5.02 
16396 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.12 

Subtotal- 5.80 0.00 0.00 5.80 
13109 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.48 0.00 5.48 

Subtotal- 0.00 548 0.00 548 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.61 0.00 0.00 2.61 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.47 0.00 0.00 2.47 

Subtotal- 5.29 0.00 0.00 5.29 
627 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
627 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.00 0.00 4.17 

Subtotal- 4.43 0.00 0.00 4.43 
8275 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.84 0.00 0.00 3.84 

Subtotal- 394 0.00 0.00 394 
15137 5651-Family Clothing Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.75 0.00 0.00 3.75 

Subtotal- 3.75 0.00 0.00 3.75 
2558 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.50 
2558 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.44 0.00 1.44 
2558 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.20 0.00 1.20 
2558 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Reuse Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 

Subtotal- 1.10 2.64 0.00 3.74 
2692 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.20 0.00 0.00 1.20 
2692 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Composting Remainder/composite organic (sawdust) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 2.25 2.25 

Subtotal- 1.20 0.00 2.25 3.45 
2641 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.00 0.00 0.00 3.00 

Subtotal- 3.00 0.00 0.00 3.00 
15391 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
15391 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Aluminum cans See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.67 0.00 2.67 
15391 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 

Subtotal - 0.27 2.67 0.00 294 
64 7334-Photocopying &duplicating services Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 
64 7334-Photocopying &duplicating services Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30 
64 7334-Photocopying &duplicating services Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 
64 7334-Photocopying &duplicating services Reuse Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.75 0.00 0.00 1.75 

Subtotal- 2.37 0.30 0.00 2.67 
14496 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Reuse Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.44 0.00 0.00 1.44 
14496 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Material exchange Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 

Subtotal - 2.44 0.00 0.00 2.44 
13053 5531-Auto and Home Supply Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.67 0.00 0.00 1.67 
13053 5531-Auto and Home Supply Stores Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 

Subtotal- 1.72 0.00 0.00 1.72 
8844 Material exchange TOMBS Material exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 
8844 Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.65 0.00 0.00 0.65 

Subtotal- 1.25 0.00 0.00 1.25 
11110 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
11110 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 

Subtotal- 0.03 1.00 0.00 1.03 
17344 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
17344 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.17 
17344 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Other ferrous metals new/expanded only See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 
17344 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.66 
17344 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Lumber See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 

Subtotal - 097 0.00 0.00 097 
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 
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Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding
Business Survey/Audit Identification 

Number Business Type (Example - grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons)
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons
Subtotal - 0.07 1.49 0.00 1.56

204 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22
204 1531-Operative Builders Material exchange Concrete new/expanded only See original spreadsheet submitted by City 10.00 0.00 0.00 10.00

Subtotal - 10.22 0.00 0.00 10.22
8016 1611-Highway and Street Construction, Except Elevated Highways Recycling Asphalt paving new/expanded only See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Subtotal - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
17046 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 7.82 0.00 0.00 7.82
17046 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13

Subtotal - 7.95 0.00 0.00 7.95
12893 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04
12893 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39

Subtotal - 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.43
10359 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.20 0.00 7.20
10359 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07

Subtotal - 0.07 7.20 0.00 7.27
16396 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.66
16396 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.02 0.00 0.00 5.02
16396 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.12

Subtotal - 5.80 0.00 0.00 5.80
13109 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.48 0.00 5.48

Subtotal - 0.00 5.48 0.00 5.48
3419 1751-Carpentry work Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.61 0.00 0.00 2.61
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.47 0.00 0.00 2.47

Subtotal - 5.29 0.00 0.00 5.29
627 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26
627 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.00 0.00 4.17

Subtotal - 4.43 0.00 0.00 4.43
8275 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.84 0.00 0.00 3.84

Subtotal - 3.84 0.00 0.00 3.84
15137 5651-Family Clothing Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.75 0.00 0.00 3.75

Subtotal - 3.75 0.00 0.00 3.75
2558 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.50
2558 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.44 0.00 1.44
2558 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.20 0.00 1.20
2558 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Reuse Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60

Subtotal - 1.10 2.64 0.00 3.74
2692 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.20 0.00 0.00 1.20
2692 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Composting Remainder/composite organic (sawdust) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 2.25 2.25

Subtotal - 1.20 0.00 2.25 3.45
2641 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Leaves and grass See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.00 0.00 0.00 3.00

Subtotal - 3.00 0.00 0.00 3.00
15391 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26
15391 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Recycling Aluminum cans See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.67 0.00 2.67
15391 5399-Miscellaneous General Merchandise Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01

Subtotal - 0.27 2.67 0.00 2.94
64 7334-Photocopying & duplicating services Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10
64 7334-Photocopying & duplicating services Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30
64 7334-Photocopying & duplicating services Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52
64 7334-Photocopying & duplicating services Reuse Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.75 0.00 0.00 1.75

Subtotal - 2.37 0.30 0.00 2.67
14496 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Reuse Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.44 0.00 0.00 1.44
14496 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Material exchange Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00

Subtotal - 2.44 0.00 0.00 2.44
13053 5531-Auto and Home Supply Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.67 0.00 0.00 1.67
13053 5531-Auto and Home Supply Stores Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05

Subtotal - 1.72 0.00 0.00 1.72
8844 Material exchange Textiles Material exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60
8844 Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.65 0.00 0.00 0.65

Subtotal - 1.25 0.00 0.00 1.25
11110 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
11110 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00

Subtotal - 0.03 1.00 0.00 1.03
17344 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
17344 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.17
17344 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Other ferrous metals new/expanded only See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05
17344 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.66
17344 3399-Primary metal products, n.e.c. Reuse Lumber See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06

Subtotal - 0.97 0.00 0.00 0.97
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2a 

Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding 
Business Survey/Audit 

Number 
Identification 

Business Type (Example -grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/ 
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons) 
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons 
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20 
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25 

Subtotal - 093 0.00 0.00 093 
9002 Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
9002 Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29 
9002 Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
9002 Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 
9002 Material exchange E-Waste primarily !natal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 

Subtotal - 0.47 0.00 0.00 0.47 
2820 1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet Metal Work Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 
2820 1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet Metal Work Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.68 0.00 0.00 0.68 
2820 1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet Metal Work Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 

Subtotal - 091 0.00 0.00 091 
14162 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.57 0.00 0.57 
14162 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal- 0.13 0.57 0.00 0.70 
12882 5461-Retail Bakeries Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 

Subtotal- 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 
9005 4300-United States Postal Service-General Source reduction Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20 
9005 4300-United States Postal Service-General Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 
9005 4300-United States Postal Service-General Material exchange E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.28 

Subtotal- 0A8 0.04 0.00 0.52 
12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25 

Subtotal - 040 0.00 0.00 040 
8606 1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air Conditioning Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37 
8606 1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air Conditioning Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

Subtotal - 040 0.00 0.00 040 
4591 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.37 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.37 
8761 5171-Petroleum bulk stations & terminals Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
8761 5171-Petroleum bulk stations & terminals Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18 
8761 5171-Petroleum bulk stations & terminals Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.14 

Subtotal- 0.35 000 0.00 0.35 
618 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 

Subtotal - 0.26 000 0.00 0.26 
8083 Source 5141-Groceries, general line reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 

Subtotal - 0.26 000 000 0.26 
2214 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.20 
2214 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.05 

Subtotal - 000 0.25 000 0.25 
332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 
332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal- 0.23 000 000 0.23 
7748 1611-Highway and Street Construction, Except Elevated Highways Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15 
7748 1611-Highway and Street Construction, Except Elevated Highways Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

Subtotal- 0.18 000 000 0.18 
11730 0782-Lawn and Garden Services Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
11730 0782-Lawn and Garden Services Source reduction Other ferrous metals new/expanded only See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15 

Subtotal- 0.18 000 000 0.18 
10740 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal- 0.13 000 000 0.13 
10574 5942-Book stores Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 

Subtotal- 008 000 000 008 
7424 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

Subtotal- 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
12839 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Material exchange Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 

Subtotal- 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
13509 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
17036 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
7267 1742-Plastering, drywall, and insulation Recycling Other ferrous metals new/expanded only See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
496 1794-Excavation work Recycling Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
15539 2844-Toilet preparations Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
2126.48 21903.67 2.25 24032.40 

Grand Total 
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Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding
Business Survey/Audit Identification 

Number Business Type (Example - grocery store, retail, manufacturer) 1/
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, plastic, 

etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source Source Reduction (Tons) Recycling (Tons)
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20
8851 8099-Health and Allied Services, n.e.c. Source reduction Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25

Subtotal - 0.93 0.00 0.00 0.93
9002 - Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13
9002 - Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29
9002 - Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
9002 - Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
9002 - Material exchange E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01

Subtotal - 0.47 0.00 0.00 0.47
2820 1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet Metal Work Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07
2820 1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet Metal Work Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.68 0.00 0.00 0.68
2820 1761-Roofing, Siding and Sheet Metal Work Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06

Subtotal - 0.81 0.00 0.00 0.81
14162 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.57 0.00 0.57
14162 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13

Subtotal - 0.13 0.57 0.00 0.70
12882 5461-Retail Bakeries Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52

Subtotal - 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52
9005 4300-United States Postal Service-General Source reduction Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20
9005 4300-United States Postal Service-General Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04
9005 4300-United States Postal Service-General Material exchange E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.28

Subtotal - 0.48 0.04 0.00 0.52
12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13
12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02
12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25

Subtotal - 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40
8606 1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air Conditioning Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37
8606 1711-Plumbing, Heating and Air Conditioning Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03

Subtotal - 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40
4591 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.37

Subtotal - 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.37
8761 5171-Petroleum bulk stations & terminals Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
8761 5171-Petroleum bulk stations & terminals Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18
8761 5171-Petroleum bulk stations & terminals Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.14

Subtotal - 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.35
618 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26

Subtotal - 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26
8083 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26

Subtotal - 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26
2214 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.20
2214 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.05

Subtotal - 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.25
332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06
332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02
332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02
332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13

Subtotal - 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23
7748 1611-Highway and Street Construction, Except Elevated Highways Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15
7748 1611-Highway and Street Construction, Except Elevated Highways Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03

Subtotal - 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18
11730 0782-Lawn and Garden Services Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
11730 0782-Lawn and Garden Services Source reduction Other ferrous metals new/expanded only See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15

Subtotal - 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18
10740 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13

Subtotal - 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13
10574 5942-Book stores Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08

Subtotal - 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08
7424 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03

Subtotal - 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03
12839 5999-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. Material exchange Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02

Subtotal - 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02
13509 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Subtotal - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
17036 5211-Lumber and Other Building Materials Dealers Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Subtotal - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
7267 1742-Plastering, drywall, and insulation Recycling Other ferrous metals new/expanded only See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Subtotal - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
496 1794-Excavation work Recycling Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Subtotal - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
15539 2844-Toilet preparations Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Subtotal - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2126.48 21903.67 2.25 24032.40

Grand Total

6 of 6

Board Meeting
August 16-17, 2005

Agenda Item 19
Attachment 2a

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight



Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2b 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Base Year Modification Request Certification 
Part 1: Generation Study - No Extrapolation 
To request a substitution for a previously approved 
jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form 
representative at the address below, along with 
documentation has been received, your OLA 
before the Board. If you have any questions 
your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management 
Office of Local Assistance 
1001 I Street, (MS-25) 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
Please select the ONE choice below that best 
❑ 1. Use a recent generation-based study to 

generation amount, but not officially change our 

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Diversion Data 
base year used in calculating the diversion rate for your 

and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) 
any additional information requested by OLA staff. When all 

representative will work with you to prepare for your appearance 
about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 to be connected to 

Board 

explains your request to the Board. 
calculate our current reporting year 
existing Board-approved base year. 

officially change our 
base year. 

If you have problems 
of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199. 

2. Use a recent generation-based study to 
existing Board-approved base year to a new 

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. 
using these sheets, please contact your Office 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

and correct to the best of my 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Redding 
County 

Shasta 
Authorized Signature Title 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone ( ) Include Area Code 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) Title 

Affiliation: 

Mailing Address City State ZIP Code 

E-Mail Address 

Page 1 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
Base Year Modification Request Certification
Part 1: Generation Study - No Extrapolation Diversion Data

Mail completed documents to:

     California Integrated Waste Management Board
     Office of Local Assistance
     1001 I Street, (MS-25)
     PO Box 4025
     Sacramento, CA  95812-4025

General Instructions:
Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your request to the Board.
       1. Use a recent generation-based study to calculate our current reporting year 
generation amount, but not officially change our existing Board-approved base year.
       2. Use a recent generation-based study to officially change our 
existing Board-approved base year to a new base year.

The shaded cells on these sheets are protected. If you have problems 
using these sheets, please contact your Office of Local Assistance representative by calling (916) 341-6199.

     

ZIP Code

E-Mail Address

Affiliation:

Person Completing This Form (please print or type)

Mailing Address

Title

City State

Authorized Signature Title

Type/Print Name of Person Signing Date Phone (     ) Include Area Code

Jurisdiction Name County

City of Redding Shasta

To request a substitution for a previously approved base year used in calculating the diversion rate for your 
jurisdiction, please complete and sign this form and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) 
representative at the address below, along with any additional information requested by OLA staff.  When all 
documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with you to prepare for your appearance 
before the Board.  If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 341-6199 to be connected to 
your OLA representative.

Section l: Jurisdiction Information and Certification
All respondents must complete this section.
I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge, and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of:

Page 1
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August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2b 

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4"). 

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion. 
1. Current Board-approved existing base year: 2. Proposed new generation-based study year: 
1990 2002 

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion: 

4. Enter diversion rate information below. 
Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year a. 30 % 

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study b. 51 % 

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 8.8 

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

12.25 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 46 % generation 54 % 

Residential Non-Residential 
generation 22% % generation 78% % 

Population existing generation-based study 66,462 Population new generation-based study 84,600 
5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your 
current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction's demographics). 

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain the 
specific reasons for the difference. (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.) 

Page 2 

a. % b. %

% % % %
Population existing generation-based study

12.25

Non-Residential 
generation 54

 Residential
generation

For existing base year 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 8.8

For new generation based study 
pounds/person/day based on 
generation 

22% 78%

6. If the difference between the proposed diversion rates in 4a and 4b is greater than 5 percentage points, please explain the 
specific reasons for the difference.  (For example: new/improved curbside diversion programs.)

current diversion implementation efforts. If the proposed new generation tonnage results in an increase in your 
pounds/person/day, please explain how this is consistent with your current diversion implementation efforts and provide any 
examples (e.g., change in jurisdiction’s demographics).

Residential
generation 46

84,60066,462 Population new generation-based study 
5. If there is an increase from 4a to 4b, please explain how the new diversion rate is consistent with your

Diversion rate calculated using 
existing base year

Diversion rate calculated using new 
generation-based study

1990 2002

51

Non-Residential
generation

Section II: Information for New Generation-Based Study for Existing or New Base Year

Note: New base years must be representative of a jurisdiction's disposal and diversion.

4. Enter diversion rate information below.

Attach additional sheets if necessary—reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g.,"4").

30

1. Current Board-approved existing base year:

3. Explain how the proposed generation study year is representative of average annual jurisdiction disposal and diversion:

2. Proposed new generation-based study year:

Page 2
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7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values): 

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains 
2 a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal 

0 b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit 

0 c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were 

23399 69083 92482 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

Residential Non-Residential Total 
your disposal data and complete the required tables. 

Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.) 

of hauler and self-haul tonnage. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at 

corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)  

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if 
requested. Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations). If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt,] white goods, and scrap metal, please identify those programs/waste types and fill out Section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 

*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9. 

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 
Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  
des/Reduce.htm  

Residential Source Reduction 
Activities 

Backyard composting 
Grasscycling 

1294 0.7% grass clippings 

6.5 tons per year - CIWMB Survey sheet for City Public Works -Parks/Rec Dept 
(169 acres), CalTrans (260 acres) and local schools (20 
acres) 

Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 
Enter program name 0.0% 

Subtotal, Residential Source 
Reduction 1294 0.7% 
Residential Recycling Activities 

Curbside Recycling 

3831 2.0% 
newspaper, corregated, glass, PET, HDPE, 
aluminum cans and tin cans actual weights 

Annual tonnage report from the City of Redding -
Sanitation Recycling Report for the period from 1/01/02 -
12/31/02, provided as supporting documentation to new 
base-year study. 

Buyback Centers 

1655 0.9% aluminum, glass, plastics and bimetal actual weights 

Dept of Conservation's Division of Recycling 2002 
Aggregate Volumes for the City of Redding, provided as 
supporting documentation to the new base-year study. 
Additional tonnage provided for cardboard and 
newspapers collected by one of the centers (e-mail). 

Drop-off Centers 

1546 0.8% 
newspaper, corregated, glass, PET, HDPE, 
aluminum cans, scrap metal and tin cans actual weights 

Annual tonnage report from the City of Redding -
Sanitation Recycling Report for the period from 1/01/02 -
12/31/02 and the Dept. of Conservation's Division of 
Recycling 2002 Aggregate Volumes for the City of 
Redding, provided as supporting documentation to new 
base-year study. 

Page 3 

23399 69083 92482
Residential Non-Residential Total

*Please provide detailed Non-Residential waste information in Section 9.

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

   Backyard composting
   Grasscycling

1294 0.7% grass clippings

6.5 tons per year - CIWMB Survey sheet for City Public Works -Parks/Rec Dept 
(169 acres), CalTrans (260 acres) and local schools (20 
acres)

   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
   Enter program name 0.0%
Subtotal, Residential Source 
Reduction 1294 0.7%
Residential Recycling Activities

  Curbside Recycling

3831 2.0%
newspaper, corregated, glass, PET, HDPE, 
aluminum cans and tin cans actual weights

Annual tonnage report from the City of Redding -
Sanitation Recycling Report for the period from 1/01/02 - 
12/31/02, provided as supporting documentation to new 
base-year study.

  Buyback Centers

1655 0.9% aluminum, glass, plastics and bimetal actual weights

Dept. of Conservation's Division of Recycling 2002 
Aggregate Volumes for the City of Redding, provided as 
supporting documentation to the new base-year study.  
Additional tonnage provided for cardboard and 
newspapers collected by one of the centers (e-mail).

  Drop-off Centers

1546 0.8%
newspaper, corregated, glass, PET, HDPE, 
aluminum cans, scrap metal and tin cans actual weights

Annual tonnage report from the City of Redding -
Sanitation Recycling Report for the period from 1/01/02 - 
12/31/02 and the Dept. of Conservation's Division of 
Recycling 2002 Aggregate Volumes for the City of 
Redding, provided as supporting documentation to new 
base-year study.

Residential Source Reduction 
Activities

7. Disposal Tonnage (enter values):

            a. All tons claimed are from the Board's Disposal Reporting System (No explanation required. Go to Section 8.)
            b. All tons claimed are from a 100 percent audit of hauler and self-haul tonnage.  (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Request and Modification Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)

            c. Some Disposal Reporting System data were corrected. (Please complete Reporting Year Tonnage Modification Request and Certification sheet found at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Forms/rytnmdrq.doc)

Please select the ONE choice below that best explains your disposal data and complete the required tables.

8. In the table below, list the summarized diversion activities, and diversion data records that support your claim and are available for Board audit. Note: The Board expects the jurisdictions to be able to provide all back-up documentation, if 
requested.  Include type of record and location—for example, weight tickets from transfer stations. This section should capture all diversion tonnage (form will perform all addition calculations).  If any diversion is from restricted wastes, 
agricultural wastes,inert solids [e.g., concrete, asphalt, dirt,] white goods, and scrap metal, please identify those programs/waste types and fill out Section 10. Please mark as Attachment 8 all copies of survey forms. 

  Other Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

Note: The Board has indicated that it will be scrutinizing total source reduction amounts greater than 5% of total generation. Please be prepared to provide additional details subsantiating your claim. 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2b 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm 

Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Recycling 7032 3.7% 
Residential Composting Activities 

Green Waste Drop-off 

773 0.4% green waste actual weights 

Transfer Station Log - City Fiscal Year 
provided as supporting documentation 
study. 

2002/2003, 
to new base-year 

Curbside Green Waste 

9535 5.0% green waste actual weights 

Transfer Station Log - City Fiscal Year 
provided as supporting documentation 
study. 

2002/2003, 
to new base-year 

Christmas Tree Program 
Other Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Residential Composting 

10308 5.5% 
Subtotal, Residential Diversion 

18634 9.9% 
Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities: 

Non-Residential Waste Audits• Mak= 1.5% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 
Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately) 

Government Source Reduction 
Programs 150 0.1% Paper, plastics and metals USEPA, CIWMB Audit of City Departments 
Government Composting/Mulching 

6398 3.4% 
Fire Dept mulches clearing debris for 
on-site 

fire prevention 
527 lbs per cubic yard (prunings shredded) Survey sheet for City Fire Department 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 9441 5.0% 

Page 4 

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Recycling 7032 3.7%
Residential Composting Activities

   Green Waste Drop-off

773 0.4% green waste actual weights

Transfer Station Log - City Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting documentation to new base-year 
study.

   Curbside Green Waste

9535 5.0% green waste actual weights

Transfer Station Log - City Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting documentation to new base-year 
study.

   Christmas Tree Program

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Residential Composting

10308 5.5%
Subtotal, Residential Diversion

18634 9.9%

  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 2893 1.5% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

Government Source Reduction 
Programs 150 0.1% Paper, plastics and metals USEPA, CIWMB Audit of City Departments
Government Composting/Mulching

6398 3.4%
Fire Dept mulches clearing debris for fire prevention 
on-site 527 lbs per cubic yard (prunings shredded) Survey sheet for City Fire Department

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal, Non-Residential Source 
Reduction 9441 5.0%

Non-Residential Source Reduction 
Activities:

  Other Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Source Reduction (list each program separately)

  Other Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2b 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm 

Recycling 
Non-Residential Waste Audits• 18953 10.0% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9 
Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately) 

Rendering 

1016 0.5% grease, fat and bones weight report from business 
Letter from North State Rendering Co., Inc., provided as 
supporting documentation to new base-year study. 

Commecial On-site Pick-up 

3419 1.8% 

aluminum cans, glass, plastics, paper and corregated 
from the corregated, paper and bar/restaurant 
programs actual weights 

Annual tonnage report from the City of Redding -
Sanitation Recycling Report for the period from 1/01/02 -
12/31/02 and the Dept. of Conservation's Division of 
Recycling 2002 Aggregate Volumes for the City of 
Redding, provided as supporting documentation to new 
base-year study. 

Enter program name 
Enter program name 
Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential Recycling 
23387 12.4% 

Non-Residential Composting 
Activities 

Non-Residential Waste Audits• I 704 I 0.4% I See Section 9 I See Section 9 I See Section 9 
Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately) 

Self-Haul Green Waste 

1822 1.0% green waste actual weights 

Transfer Station Log - City Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting documentation to new base-year 
study. 

Enter program name 

Subtotal Non-Residential 
Composting 2525 1.3% 

Subtotal Non-Residential Diversion 35353 18.7% 
Residential/Non- Residential 

Diversion Activities 
ADC 
Sludge 

4614 2.4% sludge actual weights 
City of Redding and City of Anderson Biosolids Land 
Application Post-Application Reports 

Scrap Metal 

154 0.1% scrap metal Actual weights 

Actual weights from scrap metal recycling and Transfer 
Station Log - City Fiscal Year 2002/2003, provided as 
supporting documentation to new base-year study. 
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Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

Recycling
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 18953 10.0% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

Rendering

1016 0.5% grease, fat and bones weight report from business
Letter from North State Rendering Co., Inc., provided as 
supporting documentation to new base-year study.

Commecial On-site Pick-up

3419 1.8%

aluminum cans, glass, plastics, paper and corregated 
from the corregated, paper and bar/restaurant 
programs actual weights

Annual tonnage report from the City of Redding -
Sanitation Recycling Report for the period from 1/01/02 - 
12/31/02 and the Dept. of Conservation's Division of 
Recycling 2002 Aggregate Volumes for the City of 
Redding, provided as supporting documentation to new 
base-year study.

   Enter program name
   Enter program name
   Enter program name
Subtotal  Non-Residential Recycling

23387 12.4%
Non-Residential Composting 
Activities
  Non-Residential Waste Audits* 704 0.4% See Section 9 See Section 9 See Section 9

Self-Haul Green Waste

1822 1.0% green waste actual weights

Transfer Station Log - City Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting documentation to new base-year 
study.

   Enter program name

Subtotal  Non-Residential 
Composting 2525 1.3%

Subtotal  Non-Residential Diversion 35353 18.7%
  Residential/Non- Residential 
Diversion Activities
   ADC
   Sludge

4614 2.4% sludge actual weights
City of Redding and City of Anderson Biosolids Land 
Application Post-Application Reports

   Scrap Metal

154 0.1% scrap metal Actual weights 

Actual weights from scrap metal recycling and Transfer 
Station Log - City Fiscal Year 2002/2003, provided as 
supporting documentation to new base-year study.

  Other Non-Residential Composting (list each program separately)

  Other Non-Residential Recycling (list each program separately)
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2b 

Diversion Activity 

Please use the Board's program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: 
www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co  

Actual tons 

(A) 

Relative Percent to 
Total Generation 

(A/Total 
Generation) 

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box) 

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record 

des/Reduce.htm  

Construction and Demolition 

37857 20.0% inert materials 

2800 pounds per cubic yard (Caterpillar Performance 
Handbook Edition 32) for beneficial reuse at Benton 
Landfill, 145 pounds per cubic foot for road resurfacing, 
actual tonnage for beneficial reuse at W. Central Landfill, 
1,380 lbs per cubic yard of asphalt paving, crushed 
(Tellus) for excavator #5098 and actual weights for 
excavator #496 and other (no assigned survey #). 

Memo: Description of Beneficial Use of Separated and 
Processed Soils/Clays from the Construction and Repair 
of City Sewer and Water Lines for beneficial reuse. The 
diversion estimate for the Citys road resurfacing 
recycling program is based on field measurement taken 
from the bid tab for each project. Beneficial reuse at W 
Central landfill based on landfill tonnage reports. 
Tonnage from the three excavators based on survey 
forms and back-up documentation (e.g., weight reports, 
purchasing orders). 

Landfill Salvage 

21 0.0% cardboard and wood actual weights 

Transfer Station Log - City Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting documentation to new base-year 
study. 

Subtotal Residential/ 
Non-Residential Diversion 42646 22.6% 

Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 
Tons 10734 5.7% 

Total Diversion Tons 96634 51.1% 

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 92482 48.9% 

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 189116 

Diversion Rate 51% 

Page 6 

Diversion Activity Actual tons Relative Percent to 
Total Generation

Specific Material Type(s) (List operation w/multiple materials 
in one box)

Specific Conversion Factor Used (if any) and Source Type of Record and Location of Record

Please use the Board’s program types. 
The program type glossary is online at: (A)

(A/Total 
Generation)

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/Paris/Co
des/Reduce.htm

  Construction and Demolition

37857 20.0% inert materials

2800 pounds per cubic yard (Caterpillar Performance 
Handbook Edition 32) for beneficial reuse at Benton 
Landfill, 145 pounds per cubic foot for road resurfacing, 
actual tonnage for beneficial reuse at W. Central Landfill, 
1,380 lbs per cubic yard of asphalt paving, crushed 
(Tellus) for excavator #5098 and actual weights for 
excavator #496 and other (no assigned survey #).

Memo: Description of Beneficial Use of Separated and 
Processed Soils/Clays from the Construction and Repair 
of City Sewer and Water Lines for beneficial reuse. The 
diversion estimate for the City's road resurfacing 
recycling program is based on field measurement taken 
from the bid tab for each project. Beneficial reuse at W 
Central landfill based on landfill tonnage reports.  
Tonnage from the three excavators based on survey 
forms and back-up documentation (e.g., weight reports, 
purchasing orders).

   Landfill Salvage

21 0.0% cardboard and wood actual weights

Transfer Station Log - City Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting documentation to new base-year 
study.

Subtotal Residential/
Non-Residential Diversion 42646 22.6%
Total Res/Non-Res Source Reduction 

Tons 10734 5.7%

Total Diversion Tons 96634 51.1%

Total Disposal Tons from Sec.7 92482 48.9%

Total Generation Tons (Div+Dis) 189116

Diversion Rate 51%
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Agenda Item 19 
Attachment 2b 

9. SKUIVAVAAldential Sector Waste Audits--Top 10 Non-Residential Generators 

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based 
on total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets. 
(Table will perform all addition calculations). 

Type of Non-Residential 
Generator 

Audit 
Reference 

Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities 
Include Material Type 

(e.g., paper recycling, grasscycling). 
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons 

Recycling 
Tons 

Composting 
Tons 

Total Diversion 
Tons 

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8) 

Survey Method 
phone (P) 
Mail (M) 
On-site (0) 
Other 

5411-Grocery Stores #16602 Recycling cardboard, film plastic, 
pallets and office paper; source 
reduction food and composting food 

16 341 427 782.92 0.4% 

0, P 

5399-Miscellaneous General 
Merchandise Stores 

#10153 recycling cardboard, film plastic and 
other paper; and source reduction 
pallets, textiles and food 

39 689 728.07 0.4% 

P 

5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. (golf course) 

#9473 Source reduction tires, prunnings 
and trimmings, remainder 
composite plastics, office paper and 
food, and grasscycling 601 600.82 0.3% 

P,0 

Golf Course NA Grasscycling 553 552.5 0.3% 0 
5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. #8075 Recycling tires, cardboard and film 

plastic; and source reduction food 
12 424 435.54 0.2% 

0 

5411-Grocery Stores #516 Recycling cardboard film plastic and 
food; source reduction food; and 
food composting 3 282 134 418.45 0.2% 

P 

5411-Grocery Stores #2961 Recycling cardboard film plastic and 
food; and food composting 282 134 415.85 0.2% 

0 

5411-Grocery Stores #7312 Source reduction office paper, food, 
pallets; and recycling toner 
cartridges, plastic containers, 
pallets, cardboard and bones and 
fat. 28 384 411.88 0.2% 

0 

5411-Grocery Stores #7625 Source reduction office paper, food, 
pallets; and recycling toner 
cartridges, plastic containers, 
pallets, cardboard and bones and 
fat. 28 384 411.88 0.2% 

0 
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Type of Non-Residential 
Generator

Audit 
Reference 
Number 

Specific/Major Diversion Activities 
Include Material Type

(e.g., paper recycling, grasscycling).
(List activities on one line) 

Source 
Reduction 

Tons

Recycling 
Tons

Composting 
Tons

Total Diversion 
Tons

Percent of Total 
Generation (Total 

Diversion 
Tons/Total 

Generation in 
Section 8)

Survey Method
Phone (P)
Mail (M)
On-site (O)
Other ___

5411-Grocery Stores #16602 Recycling cardboard, film plastic, 
pallets and office paper; source 
reduction food and composting food

16 341 427 782.92 0.4%

O, P

5399-Miscellaneous General 
Merchandise Stores

#10153 recycling cardboard, film plastic and 
other paper; and source reduction 
pallets, textiles and food

39 689 728.07 0.4%

P

5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c. (golf course)

#9473 Source reduction tires, prunnings 
and trimmings, remainder 
composite plastics, office paper and 
food, and grasscycling 601 600.82 0.3%

P,O

Golf Course NA Grasscycling 553 552.5 0.3% O
5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. #8075 Recycling tires, cardboard and film 

plastic; and source reduction food
12 424 435.54 0.2%

O

5411-Grocery Stores #516 Recycling cardboard film plastic and 
food; source reduction food; and 
food composting 3 282 134 418.45 0.2%

P

5411-Grocery Stores #2961 Recycling cardboard film plastic and 
food; and food composting 282 134 415.85 0.2%

O

5411-Grocery Stores #7312 Source reduction office paper, food, 
pallets; and recycling toner 
cartridges, plastic containers, 
pallets, cardboard and bones and 
fat. 28 384 411.88 0.2%

O

5411-Grocery Stores #7625 Source reduction office paper, food, 
pallets; and recycling toner 
cartridges, plastic containers, 
pallets, cardboard and bones and 
fat. 28 384 411.88 0.2%

O

9. Specific Non-Residential Sector Waste Audits--Top 10 Non-Residential Generators

Please complete this table for the top 10 non-residential generators that were surveyed. List each non-residential generator separately from largest to smallest, based 
on total diversion tons. Audit reference number ties to your audit sheets.
(Table will perform all addition calculations) .
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5999k .71  igq2616 
stores, n.e.c. 

#441 source reduction other non-ferrous 
metals, wooden crates and office 
paper, recycling durable plastic 
items, cardboard, and other ferrous 
metals 

At Ahment 2b 

Totals 1278.73 2784.9 694.28 4757.91 2.5% 

Also provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) 
diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey 
form(s) used. 
Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

#16602 - recycling cardboard (17 bales/week at 700 lbs/bale = 310.25 tons/yr), material exchange food (Bread, bulk 1 cubic foot = 18 lbs per FEECO) X 14 loads/week 
X 52.14 weeks = 6.57 tons/yr), recycling cardboard (OCC, box, medium 24"x24"x30" each = 2.2 lbs per USEPA) X 450 boxes/week X 52.14 weeks = 25.81 tons//yr), 
recycling film plastic (LDPE Film plastics, semi-compacted 1 cubic yard = 72.32 lbs per Tellus) X 2 bales (1 cubic yard each)/week X 52.14 weeks= 3.77 tons/yr), 
recycling wooden pallets (1 unit = 1 lbs X 10 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 0.26 tons/yr), material exchange food (50 lbs/day (350 lbs/week) X 52.14 weeks = 9.13 
tons/yr), recycling other office paper (Office Paper (white, color, CPO, junk mail) 55 gallon = 42.35 lbs per USEPA) X 55 gallon every two weeks = 0.55 tons/yr), and 
composting food (Produce Waste/vegetable loose 1 cubic yard = 909 lbs per Tellus X 18 loads (1 cubic yard each)/week X 52.14weeks = 426.58 tons 
/yr). 
#10153 - recycling cardboard (683 tons per recycler - 40 bales per week), recycling film plastic (1 33 gallon bag every two weeks at 3.68 pounds each x 52.14 weeks = 
0.05 tons/yr), source reduction pallets (30 pallets at 40 lbs each per USEPA = 0.60 tons/yr), material exchange textiles (used clothing donated 33 gallon hefty bag = 30 
lbs each per LA Co study) X 3 bags a week X 52.14weeks = 2.35 tons/yr), material exchange food (dog food at 200 lbs a day 7 days a week = 36.50 tons/yr), recycling 
other paper (0.5 cubic yard/week at 427.50 pounds per cubic foot per Tellus (paper back books) X 52.14 weeks = 5.57 tons/yr) 
Golf Course - grasscycling (85 acres at 6.50 tons per acre per year per CIWMB= 552.5 tons/yr) 
#8075 - recycling cardboard (1 cubic yard of OCC (large bale) = 900 lbs per USEPA) X 18 bales/week X 52.14 weeks = 422.36 tons/yr), material exchange food (1 unit 
= 1 lbs X 250 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 6.52 tons/yr), material exchange food (food 33 gallons = 4.41cu.ft. = 30 lbs) X 7 33- gallons/wk X 52.14 weeks = 5.48 
tons/yr), recycling film plastic (film Plastic/mixed loose 1 cubic yard = 22.55 lbs per Tellus) X 2 cubic yards/wk X 52.14 weeks = 1.18 tons/yr) 
#516 - recycling cardboard, recycling film plastic, composting food and food recycling based on corporate report and source reduction food (1 pound = 1 unit X 5200 
units/yr = 2.60 ton/yr) 
#2961 - recycling cardboard, recycling film plastic, composting food and food recycling based on corporate report 
#7312 & #7625 - Source reduction Office white ledger ( White Ledger #20, 8.5" x 11" 1 ream (500 sheets) = 5 lbs per USEPA) X X 2 reams/week X 52.14 weeks = 0.26 
tons/yr) ,Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic (toner cartridges) (Toner cartridge = 2.5 lbs per USEPA) X 11 cartridges/yr = 0.01 ton/yr), Source Reduction 
Food (1 unit = llbs - 1000 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 26.07 tons/yr), Recycling Misc. plastic containers (1 unit = 1 lbs - 300 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 7.82 
tons/yr), Recycling Remainder/composite paper (1 unit = 1 lbs - 3000 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 78.21 tons/yr), Recycling Wood pallets (Pallet, wood versus plastic 
average 48" x 48" each = 40 lbs per USEPA) X 2 pallets/week X 52.12 weeks = 2.09 tons/yr), Source reduction Wood pallets (Pallet, wood versus plastic average 48" 
x 48" each = 40 lbs per USEPA) X 25 pallets = 0.50 tons/yr), Source Reduction Food (1 unit = 1 lbs - 2000 units/yr = 1 ton/yr), Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard (1 unit = 1 lbs - 11,000 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 286.79 tons/yr ), Recycling Food (bone & fat) (1 unit = 1 lbs - 350 units/week X 52.14 weeks= 9.13 
tons/yr 
#441 - source reduction other non-ferrous metals (1 unit = 1 lbs - 5,000 units/month x 12 months = 30 tons/yr), recycling durable plastic items (1 unit = 1 lbs - 100 
units/week X 52.14 = 2.61 tons/yr, recycling other ferrous metals (1unit = 1 lbs - 20,000 units/month X 12 months = 120 tons/yr), recycling remainder/composite plastic 
(1 unit = 1 lbs - 200,000 units/yr = 100 tons/yr), source reduction remainder/composite organic (wooden pallets) (1 unit = 1 lbs - 1000 units counted for single reuse only 
= 0.50 tons/yr), recycling uncoated corregated cardboard (1 unit = 1 lbs - 1,000 units./week X 52.14 weeks = 26.07 tons/yr), source reduction office white ledger paper 
White Ledger #20, 8.5" x 11" 1 ream (500 sheets) = 5 lbs per USEPA -X 2 reams/wk X 52.14 weeks = .26 tons/yr). 
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5999-Miscellaneous retail 
stores, n.e.c.

#441 source reduction other non-ferrous 
metals, wooden crates and office 
paper, recycling durable plastic 
items, cardboard, and other ferrous 
metals

O

1278.73 2784.9 694.28 4757.91 2.5%Totals

Summarize the non-residential diversion activities for the top 10 generators quantification methodology, and applicable conversion factors and sources (e.g., cardboard 
recycling: quantified by monthly tonnage receipts provided by the contact person at the business). 

Also provide an attachment 9 which includes all of the generators surveyed. Include for each generator (use type of generator in lieu of specific business name) 
diversion activity and material type and associated tonnage for each diversion activity/material type, and applicable conversion factors/sources. Include copies of survey 
form(s) used.

#16602 - recycling cardboard (17 bales/week at 700 lbs/bale = 310.25 tons/yr), material exchange food (Bread, bulk 1 cubic foot = 18 lbs per FEECO) X 14 loads/week 
X 52.14 weeks = 6.57 tons/yr), recycling cardboard (OCC, box, medium 24"x24"x30" each = 2.2 lbs per USEPA) X 450 boxes/week X 52.14 weeks = 25.81 tons//yr), 
recycling film plastic (LDPE Film plastics, semi-compacted 1 cubic yard = 72.32 lbs per Tellus) X 2 bales (1 cubic yard each)/week X 52.14 weeks= 3.77 tons/yr), 
recycling wooden pallets (1 unit = 1 lbs X 10 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 0.26 tons/yr), material exchange food (50 lbs/day (350 lbs/week) X 52.14 weeks = 9.13 
tons/yr), recycling other office paper (Office Paper (white, color, CPO, junk mail) 55 gallon = 42.35 lbs per USEPA) X 55 gallon every two weeks = 0.55 tons/yr), and 
composting food (Produce Waste/vegetable loose 1 cubic yard = 909 lbs per Tellus X 18 loads (1 cubic yard each)/week X 52.14weeks = 426.58 tons
/yr).
#10153 - recycling cardboard (683 tons per recycler - 40 bales per week), recycling film plastic (1 33 gallon bag every two weeks at 3.68 pounds each  x 52.14 weeks =
0.05 tons/yr), source reduction pallets (30 pallets at 40 lbs each per USEPA = 0.60 tons/yr), material exchange textiles (used clothing donated 33 gallon hefty bag = 30 
lbs each per LA Co study) X 3 bags a week X 52.14weeks = 2.35 tons/yr), material exchange food (dog food at 200 lbs a day 7 days a week = 36.50 tons/yr), recycling 
other paper (0.5 cubic yard/week at 427.50 pounds per cubic foot per Tellus (paper back books) X 52.14 weeks = 5.57 tons/yr)
Golf Course - grasscycling (85 acres at 6.50 tons per acre per year per CIWMB= 552.5 tons/yr)
#8075 - recycling cardboard (1 cubic yard of OCC (large bale) = 900 lbs per USEPA) X 18 bales/week X 52.14 weeks = 422.36 tons/yr), material exchange food (1 unit 
= 1 lbs X 250 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 6.52 tons/yr), material exchange food (food 33 gallons = 4.41cu.ft. = 30 lbs) X 7 33- gallons/wk X 52.14 weeks = 5.48 
tons/yr), recycling film plastic (film Plastic/mixed loose 1 cubic yard = 22.55 lbs per Tellus) X 2 cubic yards/wk X 52.14 weeks = 1.18 tons/yr)
#516 - recycling cardboard, recycling film plastic, composting food and food recycling based on corporate report and source reduction food  (1 pound = 1 unit X 5200 
units/yr = 2.60 ton/yr)
#2961 - recycling cardboard, recycling film plastic, composting food and food recycling based on corporate report 
#7312 & #7625 - Source reduction Office white ledger ( White Ledger #20, 8.5” x 11” 1 ream (500 sheets) = 5 lbs per USEPA) X X 2 reams/week X 52.14 weeks = 0.26
tons/yr) ,Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic (toner cartridges) (Toner cartridge = 2.5 lbs per USEPA) X 11 cartridges/yr = 0.01 ton/yr), Source Reduction 
Food (1 unit = 1lbs - 1000 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 26.07 tons/yr), Recycling Misc. plastic containers (1 unit = 1 lbs -  300 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 7.82 
tons/yr), Recycling Remainder/composite paper (1 unit = 1 lbs - 3000 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 78.21 tons/yr), Recycling Wood pallets (Pallet, wood versus plastic 
average 48" x 48" each = 40 lbs per USEPA) X 2 pallets/week X 52.12 weeks  = 2.09 tons/yr),  Source reduction Wood pallets (Pallet, wood versus plastic average 48" 
x 48" each = 40 lbs per USEPA) X 25 pallets = 0.50 tons/yr),  Source Reduction Food (1 unit = 1 lbs - 2000 units/yr = 1 ton/yr), Recycling Uncoated corrugated 
cardboard (1 unit = 1 lbs - 11,000 units/week X 52.14 weeks = 286.79 tons/yr ), Recycling Food (bone & fat) (1 unit = 1 lbs - 350 units/week X 52.14 weeks= 9.13 
tons/yr
#441 - source reduction other non-ferrous metals (1unit = 1 lbs - 5,000 units/month x 12 months = 30 tons/yr), recycling durable plastic items (1unit = 1 lbs - 100 
units/week X 52.14 = 2.61 tons/yr, recycling other ferrous metals (1unit = 1 lbs - 20,000 units/month X 12 months = 120 tons/yr), recycling remainder/composite plastic 
(1unit = 1 lbs - 200,000 units/yr = 100 tons/yr), source reduction remainder/composite organic (wooden pallets) (1unit = 1 lbs - 1000 units counted for single reuse only 
= 0.50 tons/yr), recycling uncoated corregated cardboard (1unit = 1 lbs - 1,000 units./week X 52.14 weeks = 26.07 tons/yr), source reduction office white ledger paper ( 
White Ledger #20, 8.5” x 11” 1 ream (500 sheets) = 5 lbs per USEPA -X 2 reams/wk X 52.14 weeks = .26 tons/yr).
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2b 

10. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals 
and white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information: 
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table. 
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., Diversion conducted by city 
public waste dept.". 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name Year Started Tonnage 

Scrap Metal V 

Scrap Metal V 

Drop-off centers 1996 1546 

Government Source Reduction Programs 1996 150 
Scrap Metal V 

Inert Solids V 

Scrap Metal 1996 154 

Construction and Demolition 95/96/97 37857 
Inert Solids 

Inert Solids 

v #5098 2001 10503 

V #43 1990 —0.18 

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the 
not been approved by the Board - on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 10b", provide 
indicates: 
■ How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which 
diversion (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]). 
■ That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less 
of that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year 
criterion is applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 
documentation. 
■ That the jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion 
reduction and recycling element. 
Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the 
provide an attachment 10b for that waste type and program. 
Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. 
If documentation is not available, go to 10d. 
c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested 
not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed: 

program and waste type has 
the documentation that 

specifically resulted in the 

than or equal to the amount 
before 1990. dote: this 

[c] [2]). Please include 

programs in its source 

Board, you do not have to 

(Date) 

in 10b is available (but 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting 
Year Diversion Tonnage 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation. 

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage 

1990 
Diversion 
Tonnage 

Difference 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

Pull Down for Waste Types 

V 

V 
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Instead please provide date of Board approval of previously submitted information. (Date)

pull down for waste types

Restricted Waste Type

1996Drop-off centerspull down for waste types

         That the amount of that waste type diverted from the jurisdiction in 1990 was less than or equal to the amount 
of that waste type disposed at a permitted disposal facility by the jurisdiction in any year before 1990. (Note: this 
criterion is applicable to the entire jurisdiction, not to individual programs (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [2]). Please include 
documentation.

10503
pull down for waste types

Construction and Demolition

pull down for waste types

Specific Program Name

pull down for waste types

10. For each restricted waste type (i.e., agricultural waste, inert solids, [e.g. concreter, asphalt, dirt, etc.] scrap metals 
and white goods [PRC section 41781.2]) and associated program, please provide the following information:
a. If the diversion program started on or after January 1, 1990, complete the following table.
Note: program name refers to one specific diversion program for that waste type (e.g., "Diversion conducted by city 
public waste dept.".

Tonnage

1546

Year StartedSpecific Program NameRestricted Waste Type

37857

1990
#5098

#43

95/96/97
2001

Government Source Reduction Programs

Scrap Metal 1996
150
154

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

pull down for waste types

~0.18

Note: If documentation for a waste type and program has already been approved by the Board, you do not have to 
provide an attachment 10b for that waste type and program.  

If documentation is not available, go to 10d.
c. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is available (but 
not yet approved by the Board), complete the table below for each program claimed:

         That the jurisdiction is implementing, and will continue to implement, the diversion programs in its source 
reduction and recycling element.

pull down for waste types
pull down for waste types

1996

Restricted Waste Type Specific Program Name New Base Year or Reporting 
Year Diversion Tonnage

b. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990 - and if documentation on the program and waste type has 
not been approved by the Board - on a separate sheet marked "Attachment 10b", provide the documentation that 
indicates:

pull down for waste types

        How the diversion was the result of a local action taken by the jurisdiction, which specifically resulted in the 
diversion (PRC sec. 41781.2 [c] [1]).

pull down for waste types

New Base Year or 
Reporting Year 

Tonnage

1990 
Diversion 
Tonnage

Difference

d. If the diversion program started before January 1, 1990, and the documentation requested in 10b is not available, 
please complete the table below for each program claimed. Note : Only the difference between the new base 
year/reporting year and 1990 can be counted in the diversion rate calculation.

Scrap Metal

Scrap Metal

Scrap Metal

Inert Solids

Inert Solids

Inert Solids

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste TypesPull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types

Pull Down for Waste Types
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Section 10 a. 
Additional programs having restricted waste, counted in business audits. 

Restricted Waste Type Specific program name Start Date Tonnage 
Inert Solids #3586 2000 104.28 

Scrap Metal #441 1997 30.00 
Scrap Metal #441 1997 120.00 
Scrap Metal #7020 1992 217.00 
Scrap Metal #7020 1992 3.00 
Scrap Metal #3075 1995 180.00 
Scrap Metal #3837 1995 156.43 
Scrap Metal #1608 1995 108.72 
Scrap Metal #13458 2001 48.00 
Scrap Metal #8846 1992 0.60 
Scrap Metal #8846 1992 45.56 
Scrap Metal #8846 1992 2.70 
Scrap Metal #4367 1996 1.20 
Scrap Metal #504 2000 0.03 
Scrap Metal #12997 2000 35.43 
Scrap Metal #8184 1991 27.18 
Scrap Metal #3719 1990 10.00 
Scrap Metal #5253 2000 8.00 
Scrap Metal #5253 2000 4.00 
Inert Solids #204 1992 10.00 
Scrap Metal #12893 1997 7.50 
Scrap Metal #17344 2002 0.05 
Scrap Metal #17344 2002 0.05 
Scrap Metal #9002 2000 0.45 
Scrap Metal #11730 2001 0.15 
Inert Solids #496 1991 6,668.07 
Inert Solids NA (excavator) 2002 10,120.62 

Section 10 a.
Additional programs having restricted waste, counted in business audits.

Restricted Waste Type Specific program name Start Date Tonnage
Inert Solids #3586 2000 104.28

Scrap Metal #441 1997 30.00
Scrap Metal #441 1997 120.00
Scrap Metal #7020 1992 217.00
Scrap Metal #7020 1992 3.00
Scrap Metal #3075 1995 180.00
Scrap Metal #3837 1995 156.43
Scrap Metal #1608 1995 108.72
Scrap Metal #13458 2001 48.00
Scrap Metal #8846 1992 0.60
Scrap Metal #8846 1992 45.56
Scrap Metal #8846 1992 2.70
Scrap Metal #4367 1996 1.20
Scrap Metal #504 2000 0.03
Scrap Metal #12997 2000 35.43
Scrap Metal #8184 1991 27.18
Scrap Metal #3719 1990 10.00
Scrap Metal #5253 2000 8.00
Scrap Metal #5253 2000 4.00
Inert Solids #204 1992 10.00
Scrap Metal #12893 1997 7.50
Scrap Metal #17344 2002 0.05
Scrap Metal #17344 2002 0.05
Scrap Metal #9002 2000 0.45
Scrap Metal #11730 2001 0.15
Inert Solids #496 1991 6,668.07
Inert Solids NA (excavator) 2002 10,120.62
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Business 
Board Meeting Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding 

survey/Aucntr-svmsseeyes. 
Identification 

Number 
516 

Pipe tIVRIMplaa 
grocery store, retail, 

manufacturer) 1/ 
5411-Grocery Stores 

Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 
plastic, etc.) 

Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard 
Specific Conversion Factor and Source 
See original spreadsheet submitted by City 

Source Reduction 
(Tons) 

0.00 
Recycling (Tons) 

488.59 244.30 

Composting 
(Tons) 

0.00 
Total Tons 
488.59 244.30 

516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 -16.08 7.54 0.00 -16.08 7.54 
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Composting Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 13958.64 0.00 0.00 133.85 13958.64 133.85 
516 5411-Grocery Stores Sn..,,e- Reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.60 -0.00 -0.00 -2.60 
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 60.32 30.16 0.00 60.32 30.16 

Subtotal - 2.60 1452243 28200 0.00 133.85 14525.23- 418.45 
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c Source Reduction E-Waste Primarily Plastic ISee original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.42 0.19 -0,00 -0.00 -042 0.19 
43  
43 

5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. 
5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. 

Recycling Newspaper 
Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard 

See original spreadsheet 
See original spreadsheet 

submitted by City 
submitted by City 

-0.00 
0.00 

840.00 0.00 
-57.96 0.00 

0.00 
0.00 

840.00 0.00 
-5746 0 00 

Recycling Remainder/Composite Plastic (toner 
43 
43 

5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. 
5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. 

cartridges) See original spreadsheet 
See original spreadsheet 

submitted by City 
submitted by City 

0.00 
0.00 

0.13 
3.00 1.67 

0.00 
0.00 

0.13 
3.00 1.67 Recycling Film Plastic 

43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Wood Pallet reuse 42 pounds per pallet (per business contact 0.00 0.63 -0.00 0.00 0.00 0.63 
43 5199-Nondurable goods n.e.c. Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City -0.00 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18 

Sublotal - 
502 

0.4.82 907.1 L9.0 0.00 90-1 L00 
f-Wholesale trade-nondurable 6 Source Reduction Office White Ledger ISee original spreadsheet submitted by City -0.78 -0,00 0.00 -0.78 

502 ,i-Wholesale trade-nondurable g Source Reduction Wood Pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 834.29 64.00 0.00 0.00 834.29 64.00 
502 6-Wholesale trade-nondurable g Recycling Wood Pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City -0.00 24.00 0.00 0.00 -0.00 24.00 

8u126461- 83UR e8 7$ 000 Ike 835 08-71 
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard ISee original spreadsheet submitted by City -0.00 488.59 244.30 0.00 488.69 244.30 
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 -16.08 7.54 0.00 -16.08 7.54 
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Composting Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 267.70 0.00 0.00 133.85 267-70 133.85 
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Risicyding Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 -60.32 30.16 -0.00 -60.32 30.16 

Subtotal - 0.00 83169 28200 0.00 133.85 83169 415.85 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard ISee original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 310.25 -0.00 -340:25 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.57 0.00 0.00 6.57 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 25.81 0.00 25.81 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 3.77 0.00 3.77 

Recycling Remainder/Composite Organic 
16602 
16602 

5411-Grocery Stores 
5411-Grocery Stores 

(wooden pallets) 
Material Exchange Food 

See original spreadsheet 
See original spreadsheet 

submitted by City 
submitted by City 

0.00 
9.13 

0.26 
0.00 

0.00 
0.00 

0.26 
9.13 

16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other Office Paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.55 0.00 0.55 
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Composting Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 426.58 0.00 0.00 426.58 426.58 

Subtotal - 15.70 767.22 340.64 040 426.58 782.92 
10153 •cellaneous General Merchandi I Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard ISee original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 -683.00 -0.00 683.00 
10153 icellaneous General Merchandi ; Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.05 
10153 icellaneous General Merchandi ; Source Reduction Wood Pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.26 0.60 0.00 0.00 6.26 0.60 
10153 icellaneous General Merchandi ; Material Exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City -2.35 0.00 0.00 -2.35 
10153 icellaneous General Merchandi ; Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 36.50 0.00 0.00 36.50 
10153 icellaneous General Merchandi ; Recycling Other Miscellaneous Paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.57 0.00 5.57 

Subtotal - 45.11 39.45 688.62 0.00 733.73 72807 
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Tires ISee original spreadsheet submitted by City -0.00 104.29 0.00 0.00 104.29 0.00 
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 _422 36 0.00 _422.36 
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.52 0.00 0.00 6.52 
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.48 0.00 0.00 5.48 
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.18 0.00 1.18 

Subtotal - 12.00 527.83 423.54 0.00 435.54 
3586 39-Special trade contractors, n. i Recycling Prunings and trimmings ISee original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 -7.29 0.00 0.00 7.29 7.29 

Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 
3586 
3586 

39-Special trade contractors, n. 
39-Special trade contractors, n.e 

(toner cartridges) 
Source reduction Office white ledger 

See original spreadsheet 
See original spreadsheet 

submitted by City 
submitted by City 

0.03 
0.13 

0.00 
0.00 

0.00 
0.00 

0.03 
0.13 

3586 39-Special trade contractors, n.e Reuse Concrete See original spreadsheet submitted by City 16.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 16.70 0.00 
3586 39-Special trade contractors, n.e Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City -0.09 0.00 0.00 -0.09 
3586 39-Special trade contractors, n.e Reuse Rock, soil and fines See original spreadsheet submitted by City 410.40 104.28 0.00 0.00 410.40 104.28 

Subtotal - 42746 104.53 7.29 0.00 0.00 7.29 43454 111.82 
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Office white ledger ISee original spreadsheet submitted by City -6.00 -0.00 -0.26 

Recycling Remainder/composite plastic (toner 
7312 
7312 

5411-Grocery Stores 
5411-Grocery Stores 

cartridges) See original spreadsheet 
See original spreadsheet 

submitted by City 
submitted by City 

0.00 
26.07 

0.01 
0.00 

0.00 
0.00 

0.01 
26.07 Source reduction food 

7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.82 0.00 7.82 
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainderlcomposite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 78.21 0.00 78.21 
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.09 0.00 2.09 
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.50 0.00 0.00 5.21 0.50 
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City -1.00 0.00 0.00 -1,00 
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 286.79 0.00 286.79 
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food (bone & fat) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 9.13 0.00 9.13 

Subtotal - 32.54 27.83 384.05 0.00 416.59 411.88 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Wood pallets ISee original spreadsheet submitted by City -0.00 2.09 0.00 -2.09 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainderlcomposite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 78.21 0.00 78.21 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.50 0.00 0.00 5.21 0.50 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Miser plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City -0.00 7.82 0.00 -L82 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food (bone & fat) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 9.13 0.00 9.13 

Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 
7625 
7625 

5411-Grocery Stores 
5411-Grocery Stores 

(toner cartridges) 
Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard 

See original spreadsheet 
See original spreadsheet 

submitted by City 
submitted by City 

0.01 
0.00 

0.00 
286.79 

0.00 
0.00 

0.01 
286.79 

7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 26.07 0.00 0.00 26.07 
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 
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Business Type (Example - 
grocery store, retail, 

manufacturer) 1/
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 

plastic, etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 488.59 244.30 488.59 244.30
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 15.08 7.54 15.08 7.54
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Composting Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 13958.64 0.00 0.00 133.85 13958.64 133.85
516 5411-Grocery Stores Source Reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
516 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 60.32 30.16 60.32 30.16

Subtotal - 14522.63 282.00 0.00 133.85 14525.23 418.45
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Source Reduction E-Waste Primarily Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.42 0.19 0.42 0.19
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Newspaper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 840.00 0.00 840.00 0.00
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 57.96 0.00 57.96 0.00

43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c.
Recycling Remainder/Composite Plastic (toner 

cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.00 1.67 3.00 1.67
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Wood Pallet reuse 42 pounds per pallet (per business contact) 0.00 0.63 0.00 0.63
43 5199-Nondurable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.18

Subtotal - 0.42 0.82 901.09 1.98 901.51 2.80
502 0-Wholesale trade-nondurable g Source Reduction Office White Ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
502 0-Wholesale trade-nondurable g Source Reduction Wood Pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 834.29 64.00 834.29 64.00
502 0-Wholesale trade-nondurable g Recycling Wood Pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 24.00 0.00 24.00

Subtotal - 835.07 88.78 835.07 88.78
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 488.59 244.30 488.59 244.30
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 15.08 7.54 15.08 7.54
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Composting Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 267.70 0.00 0.00 133.85 267.70 133.85
2961 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 60.32 30.16 60.32 30.16

Subtotal - 831.69 282.00 0.00 133.85 831.69 415.85
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City

16602 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Remainder/Composite Organic 

(wooden pallets) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other Office Paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
16602 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Composting Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 426.58 0.00 0.00 426.58

Subtotal - 767.22 340.64 0.00 426.58
10153 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
10153 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Film Plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
10153 scellaneous General Merchandis Source Reduction Wood Pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.26 0.60 6.26 0.60
10153 scellaneous General Merchandis Material Exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City
10153 scellaneous General Merchandis Material Exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
10153 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Other Miscellaneous Paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 45.11 39.45 733.73 728.07
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 104.29 0.00 104.29 0.00
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated Corrugated Cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8075 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 527.83 423.54
3586 99-Special trade contractors, n.e Recycling Prunings and trimmings See original spreadsheet submitted by City 7.29 0.00 0.00 7.29

3586 99-Special trade contractors, n.e
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3586 99-Special trade contractors, n.e Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3586 99-Special trade contractors, n.e Reuse Concrete See original spreadsheet submitted by City 16.70 0.00 16.70 0.00
3586 99-Special trade contractors, n.e Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3586 99-Special trade contractors, n.e Reuse Rock, soil and fines See original spreadsheet submitted by City 410.40 104.28 410.40 104.28

Subtotal - 427.35 104.53 7.29 0.00 0.00 7.29 434.64 111.82
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

7312 5411-Grocery Stores
Recycling Remainder/composite plastic (toner 

cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.50 5.21 0.50
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7312 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food (bone & fat) See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 32.54 27.83 416.59 411.88
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.50 5.21 0.50
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Food (bone & fat) See original spreadsheet submitted by City

7625 5411-Grocery Stores
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7625 5411-Grocery Stores Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding

2.60
0.00
2.60

Recycling (Tons)

0.00

Source Reduction 
(Tons)

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

Total Tons

2.60

Composting 
(Tons)

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00 0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.13

0.78 0.00 0.78

0.13

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

6.57
0.00
0.00

0.00
9.13
0.00
0.00
15.70

310.25
0.00
25.81
3.77

0.26
0.00
0.55

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

310.25
6.57

25.81
3.77

0.26
9.13
0.55

426.58
782.92

0.00
0.00

2.35

683.00
0.05

2.35

0.00
0.00
0.00

36.50
0.00

683.00
0.05
0.00
0.00
0.00
5.57

0.00
36.50
5.57

0.00
0.00

0.00 0.00
688.62 0.00

0.00
6.52
5.48
0.00

422.36
0.00
0.00
1.18

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

422.36

5.48
6.52

1.18
435.54

0.00

0.03
0.13

0.00
0.00

7.29

0.03

12.00

0.00

0.00 0.00

0.00
0.00
0.000.09

0.13

0.09
0.00
0.00

0.26

0.00

0.00
0.00

26.07

0.00

1.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.01
0.00
7.82
78.21
2.09
0.00
0.00

286.79
9.13

384.05

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.26

0.01

7.82
78.21

26.07

2.09

1.00
286.79
9.13

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.26
0.00

0.01
0.00

1.00
26.07

286.79

2.09
78.21
0.00
7.82

0.00

0.00

0.00
9.13

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00 1.00

2.09
78.21

7.82
0.26

26.07

9.13

0.01
286.79

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
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Business 
Board Meeting Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding 

uurvey/Auaw-ususavyss. 
Identification 

Number 

Pipe tIVRIMplaa 
grocery store, retail, 

manufacturer) 1/ 
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 

plastic, etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source 
Source Reduction 

(Tons) Recycling (Tons) 
Composting 

(Tons) Total Tons 

Subtotal - 32.55 27.84 384.04 0.00 416.59 411.88 
3014 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.53 0.00 20.53 
3014 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 365.00 0.00 365.00 

Subtotal - 0.00 385.53 000 385.53 
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Other non-ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 30.00 0.00 0.00 30.00 

441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n 
Recycling Remainder/composite household 

hazardous See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.00 0.00 0.00 5.00 0.00 
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.61 0.00 2.61 
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 100.00 0.00 100.00 

441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n 
Source reduction Remainder/composite organic 

(wooden crates) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.00 0.50 0.00 0.00 6.00 0.50 
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 26.07 0.00 26.07 
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 120.00 0.00 0.00 120.00 

Subtotal - 3646 30.76 133.68 248.68 0.00 169.94 279.44 
3626 feneral Medical and Surgical Hr Source reduction Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 
3626 feneral Medical and Surgical Hr Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 36.50 0.00 36.50 
3626 feneral Medical and Surgical Hi Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 135.00 0.00 135.00 
3626 feneral Medical and Surgical Hi Recycling Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 74.87 0.00 74.87 

Subtotal - 0.22 246.37 000 246.59 

1406 5311-Department Stores 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.38 
1406 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.21 0.00 5.21 
1406 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 

1406 5311-Department Stores 
Recycling Remainderlcomposite plastic 

(hangers) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4.89 0.00 4.89 
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 45.00 0.00 0.00 45.00 0.00 
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 187.71  0.00 0.00 187.71  0.00 

Subtotal - 0.61 24241 10.10 000 243A2 10.71 
7020 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 
7020 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.80 4.00 0.00 0.00 0.80 4.00 
7020 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 217.00 0.00 0.00 217.00 
7020 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Other non-ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 3.00 0.00 0.00 3.00 

Subtotal - 045 4.05 0.00 22000 0.00 0.85 22405 
4960 icellaneous General Merchandi Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4,17 0.40 0.00 0.00 447 0.40 
4960 icellaneous General Merchandi Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 
4960 icellaneous General Merchandi Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 246.00 0.00 0.00 246.00 0.00 

Subtotal - 4.56 0.79 24640 0.00 0.00 0.00 220.56 0.79 
9003 8200-Educational services Material exchange Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.11 0.00 0.00 026 0.11 

9003 8200-Educational services 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15 
9003 8200-Educational services Material exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.68 0.00 0.00 0.68 

9003 8200-Educational services 
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(grasscvclin) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 482.50 182.00 0.00 0.00 482.50 182.00 
9003 8200-Educational services RecycHng Food (crease) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.45 0.00 1.45 

Subtotal - 483.59 182.94 1.45 0.00 185,04 184.39 
3075 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 180.00 0.00 0.00 180.00 

Subtotal - 0.00 0.00 18000 0.00 OM 18000 
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.38 
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 62.57 6.00 0.00 0.00 62.57 6.00 
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.30 0.00 0.00 1.30 
622 5141-Groceries, general line Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 104.29 0.00 104.29 
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 

Subtotal - 6545 8.68 104.29 000 169.54 112.97 
506 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 93.86 0.00 93.86 
506 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 20.86 2.00 0.00 0.00 20.86 2.00 
506 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 

506 5311-Department Stores 
Recycling Remainderlcomposite plastic 

(hangers) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 52.14 0.00 52.14 
Subtotal- 24,12 2.26 146.00 000 16742 148.26 

3837 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
3837 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Reuse Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 
3837 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 
3837 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 156.43 0.00 0.00 156.43 

Subtotal - 1.14 040 156.43 0.00 1.14 157.57 
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 139.12 0.00 139.12 
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainderlcomposite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.43 0.00 10.43 
11390 Stores 5411-Grocery 

R 
 ecyc ing Film plastic 

Recyclingi  Other office paper 
See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.20 0.00 2.20  

11390 5411-Grocery Stores See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30 
Subtotal- 0.00 152.05 0.00 152.05 

2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainderlcomposite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.43 0.00 10.43 
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30 
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 139.12 0.00 139.12 
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.20 0.00 2.20 

Subtotal - 0.00 152.05 000 152.05 
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 ,, ,,, 2.20 0.00 2.20 
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Subtotal - 32.55 27.84 416.59 411.88
3014 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3014 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Other non-ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City

441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.
Recycling Remainder/composite household 

hazardous See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.00 0.00 5.00 0.00
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City

441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.
Source reduction Remainder/composite organic 

(wooden crates) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.00 0.50 6.00 0.50
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
441 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 120.00 0.00 120.00

Subtotal - 36.26 30.76 133.68 248.68 169.94 279.44
3626 General Medical and Surgical Ho Source reduction Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3626 General Medical and Surgical Ho Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3626 General Medical and Surgical Ho Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3626 General Medical and Surgical Ho Recycling Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -

1406 5311-Department Stores
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1406 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1406 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City

1406 5311-Department Stores
Recycling Remainder/composite plastic 

(hangers) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 45.00 0.00 45.00 0.00
1406 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 187.71 0.00 187.71 0.00

Subtotal - 242.81 10.10 243.42 10.71
7020 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7020 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.80 4.00 0.80 4.00
7020 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 217.00 0.00 217.00
7020 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Other non-ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 3.00 0.00 3.00

Subtotal - 0.85 4.05 0.00 220.00 0.85 224.05
4960 scellaneous General Merchandis Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.40 4.17 0.40
4960 scellaneous General Merchandis Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4960 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 216.00 0.00 216.00 0.00

Subtotal - 4.56 0.79 216.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 220.56 0.79
9003 8200-Educational services Material exchange Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.11 0.26 0.11

9003 8200-Educational services
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9003 8200-Educational services Material exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City

9003 8200-Educational services
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(grasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 182.50 182.00 182.50 182.00
9003 8200-Educational services Recycling Food (grease) See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 183.59 182.94 185.04 184.39
3075 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 180.00 0.00 180.00

Subtotal - 0.00 180.00 0.00 180.00
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 62.57 6.00 62.57 6.00
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
622 5141-Groceries, general line Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City
622 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 65.25 8.68 169.54 112.97
506 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
506 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 20.86 2.00 20.86 2.00
506 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

506 5311-Department Stores
Recycling Remainder/composite plastic 

(hangers) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal - 21.12 2.26 167.12 148.26

3837 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3837 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Reuse Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3837 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3837 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 156.43 0.00 156.43

Subtotal - 0.00 156.43 1.14 157.57
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
11390 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
2454 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
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Business 
Board Meeting Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding 

uurveymuaw-ususavyss. 
Identification 

Number 

I 

Pipe tIVRIMplaa 
grocery store, retail, 

manufacturer) 1/ 
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 

plastic, etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source 
Source Reduction 

(Tons) 
Composting 

(Tons) Tew 

11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.43 0.00 10.43 
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 139.12 0.00 139.12 
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30 

Subtotal - 0.00 152.05 0.00 152.05 
12965 fiber and Other Building Materia Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
12965 her and Other Building Materia Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 440.9 0.00 0.00 440.9 0.00 
12965 her and Other Building Materia Material exchange Lumber See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.04 0.00 0.00 4.04 
12965 her and Other Building Materia Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 

Subtotal - 5.17 44078 0.00 000 44E46 5.17 
4851 cellaneous General Merchandi Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 447 0.40 0.00 0.00 447 0.40 
4851 cellaneous General Merchandi Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 28.28 0.00 28.28 
4851 cellaneous General Merchandi Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 97,74 0.00 0.00 97,74 0.00 
4851 cellaneous General Merchandi Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal - 4.30 0.53 426.08 28.28 000 43045 28.81 
2476 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 115.00 0.00 115.00 

Subtotal- 000 115.00 000 115.00 

1608 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta 
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(arasscyclinn) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15 
1608 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
1608 Roofing. Siding and Sheet Meta Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 108.72 0.00 0.00 108.72 

Subtotal - 0.18 0.00 108.72 0.00 048 108.90 
1366 cellaneous General Merchandi Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 40449 0.00 0.00 40449 0.00 
1366 cellaneous General Merchandi Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.61 0.00 0.00 2.61 
1366 cellaneous General Merchandi Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.21 
1366 cellaneous General Merchandi Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.00 
1366 cellaneous General Merchandi Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 

Subtotal - 3.34 40448 0.00 0.00 408.28 3.34 

13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Food (Fats/Grease) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.49 0.00 0.00 1.49 

13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n 
Source reduction Other miscellaneous paper 

(paper sacks) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 57.50 0.00 0.00 57.50 
13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction HDPE containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.00 0.00 10.00 
13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 35.00 0.00 0.00 35.00 

Subtotal - 94.05 10.00 0.00 104.05 
14862 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 97.77 0.00 97.77 

14862 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 
Subtotal- 0.08 97.77 0.00 97.85 

13650 !ices and Clinics of Doctors of A Source reduction Food (Fats) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 9.03 0.00 0.00 9.03 
13650 !ices and Clinics of Doctors of A Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4390.64 0.00 0.00 4.39 0.64 
13650 !ices and Clinics of Doctors of A Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09 

13650 !ices and Clinics of Doctors of A 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 22.08 0.00 0.00 22.08 
13650 !ices and Clinics of Doctors of A Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 27.63 0.00 27.63 
13650 !ices and Clinics of Doctors of A Reuse Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.51 0.00 0.00 0.51 

Subtotal - 3340 32.35 27.63 0.00 60.73 59.98 
3555 99-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.74 0.00 0.00 5.74 

3555 99-Primary metal products, n.e 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 
3555 99-Primary metal products, n.e Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 6.00 0.00 6.00 

3555 99-Primary metal products, n.e 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.73 0.00 0.00 4.73 

3555 99-Primary metal products, n.e 
Reuse Remainder/composite plastic farindincis 

See original spreadsheet submitted by City 26.07 0.00 0.00 26.07 8.11 in 
3555 99-Primary metal products, n.e Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 8.00 0.00 8.00 
3555 99-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.24 0.50 0.00 0.00 624 0.50 
3555 99-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 

Subtotal - 42.22 37.51 14.00 000 5642 51.51 

13458 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n 
Source reduction Remainder/composite organic 

(wood scrap reuse) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 7.91 0.00 0.00 7.91 
13458 9-Miscellaneous retail stores. n Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 48.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 48.00 

Subtotal - 744 55.91 0.00 0.00 744 55.91 
7229 945-Hobby, toy, and game sho Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 15.40 0.00 15.40 
7229 945-Hobby, toy, and game sho Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 35.00 0.00 35.00 
7229 945-Hobby, toy, and game sho Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30 
7229 945-Hobby, toy, and game sho Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

Subtotal- 0.33 50.40 0.00 50.73 
8846 99-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 

8846 99-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
8846 99-Primary metal products, n.e Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.00 044 0.02 
8846 99-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30 
8846 99-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.70 0.00 0.00 2.70 
8846 99-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
8846 99-Primary metal products. n.e Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 25.31 0.00 0.00 25.31 

Subtotal - 3.69 3.67 ,, 0.00 25.31 0.00 3.69 28.98 
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11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Remainder/composite paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
11324 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
12965 mber and Other Building Materia Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
12965 mber and Other Building Materia Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 140.79 0.00 140.79 0.00
12965 mber and Other Building Materia Material exchange Lumber See original spreadsheet submitted by City
12965 mber and Other Building Materia Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 140.79 0.00 145.96 5.17
4851 scellaneous General Merchandis Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.40 4.17 0.40
4851 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4851 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 97.77 0.00 97.77 0.00
4851 scellaneous General Merchandis Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.13

Subtotal - 4.30 0.53 126.05 28.28 130.35 28.81
2476 5411-Grocery Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -

1608 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(grasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1608 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1608 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 108.72 0.00 108.72

Subtotal - 0.00 108.72 0.18 108.90
1366 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 104.29 0.00 104.29 0.00
1366 scellaneous General Merchandis Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1366 scellaneous General Merchandis Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1366 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.66 0.00 0.66 0.00
1366 scellaneous General Merchandis Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 104.95 0.00 108.29 3.34

13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Food (Fats/Grease) See original spreadsheet submitted by City

13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.
Source reduction Other miscellaneous paper 

(paper sacks) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction HDPE containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City
13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City
13337 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
14862 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

14862 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal -

13650 ffices and Clinics of Doctors of M Source reduction Food (Fats) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
13650 ffices and Clinics of Doctors of M Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.39 0.64 1.39 0.64
13650 ffices and Clinics of Doctors of M Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

13650 ffices and Clinics of Doctors of M
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
13650 ffices and Clinics of Doctors of M Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
13650 ffices and Clinics of Doctors of M Reuse Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 33.10 32.35 60.73 59.98
3555 399-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

3555 399-Primary metal products, n.e
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3555 399-Primary metal products, n.e Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City

3555 399-Primary metal products, n.e
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

3555 399-Primary metal products, n.e
Reuse Remainder/composite plastic (grindings 

& trim) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3555 399-Primary metal products, n.e Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3555 399-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.50 5.21 0.50
3555 399-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 42.22 37.51 56.22 51.51

13458 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.
Source reduction Remainder/composite organic 

(wood scrap reuse) See original spreadsheet submitted by City

13458 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 48.00 0.00 48.00
Subtotal - 7.91 55.91 7.91 55.91

7229 945-Hobby, toy, and game shop Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7229 945-Hobby, toy, and game shop Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7229 945-Hobby, toy, and game shop Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7229 945-Hobby, toy, and game shop Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
8846 399-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City

8846 399-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8846 399-Primary metal products, n.e Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.02
8846 399-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8846 399-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8846 399-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8846 399-Primary metal products, n.e Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 25.31 0.00 25.31

Subtotal - 3.69 3.67 0.00 25.31 3.69 28.98

50.73

0.00

2.70 2.70
0.03
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

10.43
139.12
0.30

152.05

10.43
139.12
0.30

152.05

5.17

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.13
0.00
4.04
1.00

0.00
28.28

0.00

0.13

4.04
1.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

28.28

0.13

0.00 115.00 115.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

115.000.00
0.00
0.00 115.00

0.00
2.61
0.21

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.15
0.03
0.00

0.00
0.52
3.34

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

2.61
0.21

0.52

0.18

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
35.00

0.15
0.03

0.03
1.49

0.00
0.00

0.03
1.49

94.05

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
10.00

10.00

57.50
0.03

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

57.50
0.03

10.00
35.00
104.05

0.00

0.08
0.08

97.77

0.00
97.77

0.00

0.00
0.00

97.77

0.08
97.85

9.03 0.00 9.03

0.09

22.08
0.00

0.000.51

0.00

0.00
27.63

27.63

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.09

22.08
27.63
0.51

5.74

0.08
0.00

4.73

26.07
0.00

0.39

0.00

0.00
6.00

0.00

0.00
8.00
0.00
0.00
14.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

5.74

0.08
6.00

4.73

26.07
8.00

0.39

7.91 0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

7.91

0.33

15.40
35.00
0.00
0.00
50.40

0.00
0.00
0.30
0.03

0.00

0.00

15.40
35.00
0.30
0.03

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.60

0.02

0.30

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.60

0.02

0.30

0.03

3 of 8

Board Meeting
August 16-17, 2005

Agenda Item 19
Attachment 2b

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight

callen
Highlight



Board Meeting 
Business Audit Diversion for the City of Reddin 

musmess •--...u.-...,  
Survey/Audit 
Identification 

Number 

. •-, . • , ,-..•-• 
Business Type (Example -

grocery store, retail, 
manufacturer) 1/ 

Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 
plastic, etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source 

Source Reduction 
(Tons) Recycling (Tons) cll. Total Tons 

7693 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 

7693 5311-Department Stores 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 
7693 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 26.11 0.00 26.11 

7693 5311-Department Stores 
Recycling Remainderlcomposite plastic 

(hangers) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4649 0.31 0.00 4649 0.31 
7693 5311-Department Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4.48 0.00 4.48 

Subtotal - 0.12 46.88 30.90 0.00 4740 31.02 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Reuse Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.32 0.00 0.00 1.32 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Reuse Newspaper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 31.29 0.00 31.29 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.87 0.00 0.00 2.87 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Reuse Rim plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Reuse Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.20 0.00 0.00 1.20 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 

4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n 
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(arasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.56 0.00 0.00 3.56 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Reuse Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 6.00 0.00 0.00 047 6.00 

Subtotal - 4406 16.98 31.29 0.00 4244 48.27 
504 0800-Forestry Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 14.25 0.00 14.25 

504 0800-Forestry 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridge) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 

504 0800-Forestry 
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(arasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 22.81 0.00 0.00 22.81 
5.g4 0800-Forestry Recycling Other non-ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0J)S2 1_02 0.00 8J)S2 993 

Subtotal - 22.87 4446 14.28 0.00 3772 37.15 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Store Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.50 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Store Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 440 2.00 0.00 0.00 4.80 2.00 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Store Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 12.00 0.00 12.00 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Store Reuse Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.27 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Store Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Store Source reduction Paper bags See original spreadsheet submitted by City 11.47 0.00 0.00 11.47 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Store Reuse Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 6.52 0.00 0.00 6.52 
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Store Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.50 0.00 0.00 1.50 

Subtotal - 25.09 22.29 12.00 0.00 3749 34.29 

12997 1Iumbing, Heating and Air Cond 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.57 0.00 0.00 0.57 
12997 1Iumbing, Heating and Air Cond Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 040 35.43 0.00 0.00 35.43 

Subtotal - 0.57 000 35.43 0.00 OAP 36.00 
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 35.20 0.00 35.20 
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 

Subtotal - 0.39 35.20 0.00 35.59 
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.20 0.00 7.20 
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20436 0.00 0.00 2046 0.00 

10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridge) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.65 0.00 0.00 0.65 
Subtotal - 0.91 28.06 7.20 0.00 2847 8.11 

9006 1-Electric, gas, and sanitary ser Source reduction E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 449 0.64 0.00 0.00 449 0.64 
9006 1-Electric, gas, and sanitary ser Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.98 0.00 0.00 0.98 

9006 1-Electric, gas, and sanitary ser 
Source reduction Remainder/composite organic 

(telephone poles) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 20.00 0.00 0.00 20.00 
9006 1-Electric, gas, and sanitary ser Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 048 0.00 0.00 048 0.00 
9006 1-Electric, gas, and sanitary ser Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.20 0.00 1.20 

9006 1-Electric, gas, and sanitary ser Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20 
9006 1-Electric, gas, and sanitary se!,  Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4.80 0.00 4.80 

Subtotal - 22.57 21.82 6.38 6.00 0.00 28.95 27.82 
8184 icellaneous General Merchandi Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.69 0.00 0.00 0.69 
8184 icellaneous General Merchandi Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.4.0 0.04 0.00 0.00 040 0.04 
8184 icellaneous General Merchandi Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 040 27.18 0.00 0.00 27.18 

Subtotal - 0.79 0.73 000 27.18 0.00 079 27.91 
6348 icellaneous General Merchandi Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.86 0.00 20.86 

6348 icellaneous General Merchandi 
Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic 

(e.g., copier, fax) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.56 0.00 0.00 4.56 
6348 icellaneous General Merchandi Recycling Aluminum cans See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 003 0.00 0.00 003 0.00 
6348 icellaneous General Merchandi Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 

Subtotal - 4.63 2089 20.86 0.00 2542 25.49 

3719 199-Primary metal products, n.e 
Reuse Remainder/composite organic (wooden 

See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.40 0.00 0.00 2.40 shipping crates) 

3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e 
Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic 

(fax machine) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 
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Recycling (Tons)
Source Reduction 

(Tons) Total Tons
Composting 

(Tons)
7693 5311-Department Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

7693 5311-Department Stores
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7693 5311-Department Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

7693 5311-Department Stores
Recycling Remainder/composite plastic 

(hangers) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 16.29 0.31 16.29 0.31
7693 5311-Department Stores Recycling Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 46.88 30.90 47.00 31.02
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Reuse Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Reuse Newspaper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Reuse Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Reuse Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City

4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(grasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Reuse Remainder/composite organic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4367 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 6.00 0.07 6.00

Subtotal - 11.05 16.98 42.34 48.27
504 0800-Forestry Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

504 0800-Forestry
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridge) See original spreadsheet submitted by City

504 0800-Forestry
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(grasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
504 0800-Forestry Recycling Other non-ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.03

Subtotal - 14.25 14.28 37.12 37.15
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.80 2.00 4.80 2.00
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Reuse Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Source reduction Paper bags See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Reuse Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
1229 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 25.09 22.29 37.09 34.29

12997 Plumbing, Heating and Air Cond
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
12997 Plumbing, Heating and Air Cond Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 35.43 0.00 35.43

Subtotal - 0.00 35.43 0.57 36.00
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8707 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 20.86 0.00 20.86 0.00

10571 7389-Business services, n.e.c.
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridge) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal - 28.06 7.20 28.97 8.11

9006 0-Electric, gas, and sanitary serv Source reduction E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.39 0.64 1.39 0.64
9006 0-Electric, gas, and sanitary serv Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

9006 0-Electric, gas, and sanitary serv
Source reduction Remainder/composite organic 

(telephone poles) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9006 0-Electric, gas, and sanitary serv Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.38 0.00 0.38 0.00
9006 0-Electric, gas, and sanitary serv Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City

9006 0-Electric, gas, and sanitary serv Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9006 0-Electric, gas, and sanitary serv Recycling Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 22.57 21.82 6.38 6.00 28.95 27.82
8184 scellaneous General Merchandis Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8184 scellaneous General Merchandis Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.04 0.10 0.04
8184 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 27.18 0.00 27.18

Subtotal - 0.79 0.73 0.00 27.18 0.79 27.91
6348 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

6348 scellaneous General Merchandis
Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic 

(e.g., copier, fax) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
6348 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Aluminum cans See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00
6348 scellaneous General Merchandis Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 20.89 20.86 25.52 25.49

3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e
Reuse Remainder/composite organic (wooden 

shipping crates) See original spreadsheet submitted by City

3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e
Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic 

(fax machine) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
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Business 
Board Meeting Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding 

ourvey/Auaw-sysuemess. 
Identification 

Number 

Pipe tIVRIfflp•a 
grocery store, retail, 

manufacturer) 1/ 
_ 

Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 
plastic, etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source 

Source Reduction 
(Tons) Recycling (Tons) 

Composting 
ions) Toter  - 

3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 

3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e 
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(arasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4:22 8.97 0.00 0.00 442 8.97 

3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e 
Scavenging Remainder/composite organic 

(wood skids) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 2.25 0.00 2.25 
3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 
3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.00 0.00 0.00 5.00 
3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 

3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.17 
3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e Material exchange E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.02 
3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse HDPE containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 
3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
3719 99-Primary metal products, n.e Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 
3719 99-Primary metal products. n.e Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 10.00 

Subtotal - 4240 1683 345 13.25 0.00 4545 30.08 

4628 '549-Automotive services, n.e.c 
Recycling Remainder/composite plastic (toner 

See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.21 cartridges) 
4628 '549-Automotive services, n.e.c Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 12.72 0.00 0.00 12.72 
4628 '549-Automotive services, n.e.c Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 8.40 0.00 0.00 8.40 

Subtotal - 21.12 0.21 0.00 21.33 
6721 12-Local Trucking Without Ston Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 20.00 0.00 20.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 20.00 0.00 20.00 
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.87 0.00 0.00 2.87 
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.21 0.00 0.00 5.21 
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.00 0.00 4.17 
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.30 0.00 0.00 4.30 

Subtotal- 16.55 0.00 0.00 16.55 

4346 2499-Wood products, n.e.c. 
Recycling Remainder/composite organic 

sawdust See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 14.06 0.00 14.06 
4346 2499-Wood products, n.e.c. Recycling Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.50 0.00 1.50 

Subtotal - 000 15.56 000 15.56 
9473 ellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 

9473 ellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g 
Recycling Remainder/composite household 

hazardous See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.44 0.00 
9473 ellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Recycling Batteries See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.24 0.00 0.00 0.24 0.00 
9473 ellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Prunings and trimmings See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.32 0.00 0.00 1.32 

9473 ellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g 
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(arasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 44.50 598.00 0.00 0.00 41,50 598.00 

9473 ellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23 
9473 ellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.45 
9473 ellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09 
9473 ellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. N Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal - 4432 600.82 032 0.00 000 4464 60082 
13498 31-Auto and Home Supply Stor Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.70 0.00 5.70 
13498 31-Auto and Home Supply Stor Material exchange Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
13498 31-Auto and Home Supply Stor Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 8.34 0.00 8.34 

Subtotal - 003 14.04 000 14.07 

5253 39-Spedal trade contractors, n.1 
Source reduction E-Waste other (cow/ 

See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 machines) 
5253 39-Spedal trade contractors, n.1 Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.49 0.00 1.49 

5253 39-Spedal trade contractors, n.1 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
5253 39-Spedal trade contractors. n.1 Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 8.00 
5253 )9-Spedal trade contractors. 11.1 Recycling Other non-ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 OAD LO  _Q 0.00 CLOO 4.00 

Subtotal - 0.07 4.1(I 13.49 0.00 0.00 436 13.56 

204 1531-Operative Builders 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 
204 1531-Operative Builders Material exchange Concrete See original spreadsheet submitted by City 10.00 0.00 0.00 10.00 

Subtotal- 10.22 0.00 0.00 10.22 
8016 d Street Construction, Except E Recycling Asphalt pavIng See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

17046 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n 
Reuse Remainder/composite plastic (regrind 

See original spreadsheet submitted by City 7.82 0.00 0.00 7.82 and reuse plastic parts) 
17046 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal - 7.95 0.00 0.00 7.95 

12893 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 
12893 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 
12893 9-Miscellaneous retail stores. n Recycling Other non-ferrous metals 0.00 04)D L5.4 0.00 04)D L5.4 

Subtotal - 0.43 040 7.50 0.00 OAS 7.93 
10359 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 7.20 0.00 7.20 
10359 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 

Subtotal- 0.07 7.20 0.00 7.27 
16396 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.66 
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Business Type (Example - 
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Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding

Recycling (Tons)
Source Reduction 

(Tons) Total Tons
Composting 

(Tons)

3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City

3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(grasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.22 8.97 4.22 8.97

3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e
Scavenging Remainder/composite organic 

(wood skids) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e Material exchange E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.02
3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse HDPE containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3719 399-Primary metal products, n.e Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10.00 0.00 10.00

Subtotal - 12.10 16.83 3.25 13.25 15.35 30.08

4628 7549-Automotive services, n.e.c
Recycling Remainder/composite plastic (toner 

cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4628 7549-Automotive services, n.e.c Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4628 7549-Automotive services, n.e.c Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
6721 12-Local Trucking Without Stora Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9326 5141-Groceries, general line Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -

4346 2499-Wood products, n.e.c.
Recycling Remainder/composite organic 

(sawdust) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
4346 2499-Wood products, n.e.c. Recycling Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
9473 cellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City

9473 cellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g
Recycling Remainder/composite household 

hazardous See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.11 0.00 0.11 0.00
9473 cellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Recycling Batteries See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.21 0.00 0.21 0.00
9473 cellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Prunings and trimmings See original spreadsheet submitted by City

9473 cellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(grasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 11.50 598.00 11.50 598.00

9473 cellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9473 cellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Tires See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9473 cellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9473 cellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 14.32 600.82 0.32 0.00 14.64 600.82
13498 531-Auto and Home Supply Stor Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
13498 531-Auto and Home Supply Stor Material exchange Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City
13498 531-Auto and Home Supply Stor Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -

5253 99-Special trade contractors, n.e
Source reduction E-Waste other (copy 

machines) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
5253 99-Special trade contractors, n.e Recycling Misc. plastic containers See original spreadsheet submitted by City

5253 99-Special trade contractors, n.e
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
5253 99-Special trade contractors, n.e Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 8.00 0.00 8.00
5253 99-Special trade contractors, n.e Recycling Other non-ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 4.00 0.00 4.00

Subtotal - 1.49 13.49 0.00 0.00 1.56 13.56

204 1531-Operative Builders
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
204 1531-Operative Builders Material exchange Concrete See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
8016 d Street Construction, Except E Recycling Asphalt paving See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -

17046 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.
Reuse Remainder/composite plastic (regrind 

and reuse plastic parts) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
17046 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -

12893 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
12893 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
12893 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Other non-ferrous metals 0.00 7.50 0.00 7.50

Subtotal - 0.00 7.50 0.43 7.93
10359 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City
10359 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
16396 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
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Agenda Item 19 
Attachment 2b 

Board Meeting 
Business Audit Diversion for the City of Reddin 

Nusiness •--...u.-...,  
Survey/Audit 
Identification 

Number 

. •-, . • , ,-...-' 
Business Type (Example -

grocery store, retail, 
manufacturer) 1/ 

Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 
plastic, etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source 

Source Reduction 
(Tons) Recycling (Tons) 

Composting 
(Tons) ns 

16396 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 5.02 0.00 0.00 5.02 
16396 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.12 

Subtotal - 5.80 0.00 0.00 5.80 
13109 i499-Miscellaneous Food Store Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 5.48 0.00 5.48 

Subtotal - 0.00 5.48 0.00 5.48 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.61 0.00 0.00 2.61 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 

3419 1751-Carpentry work 
Source reduction Remainder/composite organic 

(wood scrap) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.47 0.00 0.00 2.47 
Subtotal - 5.29 0.00 0.00 5.29 

627 fiber and Other Building Materia Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
627 her and Other Building Materia Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4,17 0.40 0.00 0.00 4.17 0.40 

Subtotal - 4,43 0.66 0.00 0.00 4-A3 0.66 
8275 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Matenal exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.84 0.00 0.00 3.84 

Subtotal - 9.84 0.00 0.00 9.84 

15137 5651-Family Clothing Stores 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(hangers) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 375 0.31 0.00 0.00 325 0.31 
Subtotal - 345 0.91 0.00 0.00 345 0.91 

2558 her and Other Building Materia Source reduction Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.50 
2558 her and Other Building Materia Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.44 0.00 1.44 
2558 her and Other Building Materia Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.20 0.00 1.20 
2558 her and Other Building Materia Reuse Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0,60 0.25 0.00 0.00 040 0.25 

Subtotal - 4.40 0.75 2.64 0.00 344 9.99 
2692 her and Other Building Materia Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4,20 6.00 0.00 0.00 440 6.00 

2692 her and Other Building Materia 
Composting Remainderlcomposite organic 

sawdust See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 2.25 2.25 
Subtotal - 440 6.00 0.00 2.25 3-A5 8.25 

2641 ellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g 
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(nrasscyclinn) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.00 156.00 0.00 0.00 100 156.00 
Subtotal - 340 156.00 0.00 000 340 15600 

15391 icellaneous General Merchandi Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
15391 icellaneous General Merchandi Recycling Aluminum cans See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 247 0.00 0.00 247 0.00 

15391 icellaneous General Merchandi 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 
Subtotal - 0.27 237 0.00 000 244 0.27 

64 -Photocopying & duplicating sei Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 

64 -Photocopying & duplicating sei 
Recycling Remainderlcomposite plastic 

acetate See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 040 0.00 0.00 040 0.00 
64 -Photocopying & duplicating sei Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0:52 0.05 0.00 0.00 0:52 0.05 
64 -Photocopying & duplicating sei Reuse Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.75 0.00 0.00 1.75 

Subtotal - 247 1.90 0.00 000 247 180 
14496 her and Other Building Materia Reuse Wood pellets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.44 0.60 0.00 0.00 444 0.60 

14496 her and Other Building Materia 
Material exchange Remainderlcomposite 

organic (wood scrap) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 
Subtotal - 2.44 1.60 0.00 0.00 2-A4 1.60 

13053 31-Auto and Home Supply Stor Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4,67 0.16 0.00 0.00 4.67 0.16 
13053 31-Auto and Home Supply Stor Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 

Subtotal - 472 0.21 0.00 0.00 142 0.21 
8844 5651-Family Clothing Stores Material exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.60 

8844 5651-Family Clothing Stores 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(hangers) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.65 0.01 0.00 0.00 045 0.01 
Subtotal - 445 0.61 0.00 0.00 145 0.61 

11110 her and Other Building Materia Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
11110 her and Other Building Materia Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 

Subtotal - 0.09 1.00 0.00 1.09 
17344 99-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

17344 99-Primary metal products, n.e 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.17 
17344 99-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 
17344 99-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.66 
17344 99-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Lumber See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 
1731.4 99-Primary metal products. n.e Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 OAD 0.05 0.00 OAD 0.05 

Subtotal - 0.97 040 0.05 0.00 047 1.02 

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n. 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n. 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(Styrofoam kernels) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n. 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n. 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n. 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.20 6 of 8 0.00 0.00 0.20 
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Survey/Audit 
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Business Type (Example - 
grocery store, retail, 

manufacturer) 1/
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 
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Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding

Recycling (Tons)
Source Reduction 

(Tons) Total Tons
Composting 

(Tons)

16396 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n.
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
16396 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
13109 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Recycling Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
3419 1751-Carpentry work Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Durable plastic items See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
3419 1751-Carpentry work Source reduction Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

3419 1751-Carpentry work
Source reduction Remainder/composite organic 

(wood scrap) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal -

627 mber and Other Building Materia Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
627 mber and Other Building Materia Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 4.17 0.40 4.17 0.40

Subtotal - 4.43 0.66 4.43 0.66
8275 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Material exchange Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -

15137 5651-Family Clothing Stores
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(hangers) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.75 0.31 3.75 0.31
Subtotal - 3.75 0.31 3.75 0.31

2558 mber and Other Building Materia Source reduction Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
2558 mber and Other Building Materia Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
2558 mber and Other Building Materia Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
2558 mber and Other Building Materia Reuse Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.60 0.25 0.60 0.25

Subtotal - 1.10 0.75 3.74 3.39
2692 mber and Other Building Materia Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.20 6.00 1.20 6.00

2692 mber and Other Building Materia
Composting Remainder/composite organic 

(sawdust) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal - 1.20 6.00 3.45 8.25

2641 cellaneous retail stores, n.e.c. (g
Source reduction Leaves and grass 

(grasscycling) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 3.00 156.00 3.00 156.00
Subtotal - 3.00 156.00 3.00 156.00

15391 scellaneous General Merchandis Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
15391 scellaneous General Merchandis Recycling Aluminum cans See original spreadsheet submitted by City 2.67 0.00 2.67 0.00

15391 scellaneous General Merchandis
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal - 2.67 0.00 2.94 0.27

64 -Photocopying & duplicating ser Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

64 -Photocopying & duplicating ser
Recycling Remainder/composite plastic 

(acetate) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.30 0.00 0.30 0.00
64 -Photocopying & duplicating ser Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.05 0.52 0.05
64 -Photocopying & duplicating ser Reuse Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 2.37 1.90 2.67 1.90
14496 mber and Other Building Materia Reuse Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.44 0.60 1.44 0.60

14496 mber and Other Building Materia
Material exchange Remainder/composite 

organic (wood scrap) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal - 2.44 1.60 2.44 1.60

13053 531-Auto and Home Supply Stor Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 1.67 0.16 1.67 0.16
13053 531-Auto and Home Supply Stor Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 1.72 0.21 1.72 0.21
8844 5651-Family Clothing Stores Material exchange Textiles See original spreadsheet submitted by City

8844 5651-Family Clothing Stores
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(hangers) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.65 0.01 0.65 0.01
Subtotal - 1.25 0.61 1.25 0.61

11110 mber and Other Building Materia Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
11110 mber and Other Building Materia Scavenging Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
17344 399-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

17344 399-Primary metal products, n.e
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
17344 399-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City
17344 399-Primary metal products, n.e Source reduction Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
17344 399-Primary metal products, n.e Reuse Lumber See original spreadsheet submitted by City
17344 399-Primary metal products, n.e Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.05

Subtotal - 0.00 0.05 0.97 1.02

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n.
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n.
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(Styrofoam kernels) See original spreadsheet submitted by City

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n.
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n.
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n.
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
Attachment 2b Bus.... 

Survey/Audit 
Identification 

Number 

 August 17, 
Business Type (Example -

grocery store, retail, 
manufacturer) 1/ 

Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 
plastic, etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source 

. 

Source Reduction 
(Tons) Recycling (Tons) 

Composting 
(Tons) Total Tons 

8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n Source reduction Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25 
Subtotal - 0.93 0.00 000 0.93 

9002 - Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
9002 - Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29 
9002 - Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

9002 - 
Reuse Remainder/composite plastic (toner 

See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 cartridges) 
9002 - Material exchange E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 
9002 - Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 OD 040 0.00 OD 040 

Subtotal - 0.47 0.00 0.45 0.00 0.47 0.92 
2820 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 
2820 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.68 3.40 0.00 0.00 048 3.40 
2820 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.30 0.00 0.00 096 0.30 

Subtotal - 0.84 3.77 0.00 000 0.84 3.77 
14162 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.57 0.00 0.57 
14162 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal- 0.13 0.57 0.00 0.70 
12882 5461-Retail Bakeries Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 

Subtotal- 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.52 
9005 United States Postal Service-GP Source reduction Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20 

9005 United States Postal Service-GP 
Recycling Remainderlcomposite plastic 

(Styrofoam kernels) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 
9005 United States Postal Service-GP Material exchange E-Waste primanly metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.28 0.13 0.00 0.00 028 0.13 

Subtotal - 0.48 0.33 0.04 0.00 0752 0.37 
12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. 
Reuse Remainder/composite plastic (Styrofoam 

See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Material exchange items See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25 

Subtotal- 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40 

8606 Plumbing, Heating and Air Cond 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37 
8606 Plumbing, Heating and Air Cond Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

Subtotal- 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40 
4591 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.37 

Subtotal- 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.37 
8761 -Petroleum bulk stations & term Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
8761 -Petroleum bulk stations & term Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18 
8761 -Petroleum bulk stations & term Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 044 0.06 0.00 0.00 044 0.06 

Subtotal - 045 0.27 0.00 0.00 045 0.27 
618 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 

Subtotal- 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
8083 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 

Subtotal- 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 
2214 mber and Other Building Materia Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.20 

2214 mber and Other Building Materia 
Recycling Remainder/composite plastic (toner 

See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.05 cartridges) 
Subtotal - 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.25 

332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 

332 1531-Operative Builders 
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 

332 1531-Operative Builders 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal- 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23 

7748 d Street Construction, Except E 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15 
7748 d Street Construction, Except E Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

Subtotal- 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18 
11730 0782-Lawn and Garden Services Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.01 0.00 0.00 043 0.01 
11730 0782-Lawn and Garden Services Source reduction Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15 

Subtotal - 0.48 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.48 0.16 
10740 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 

Subtotal- 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 
10574 5942-Book stores Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 

Subtotal- 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 

7424 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. 
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 
Subtotal- 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 

12839 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n Material exchange Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 
Subtotal- 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 

13509 3499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

17036 mber and Other Building Materia Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Subtotal - 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 

7267 2-Plastering, drywall, and insulE Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Subtotal - 0.00 7 ,, „, 0.00 000 0.00 

Business 
Survey/Audit 
Identification 

Number

Business Type (Example - 
grocery store, retail, 

manufacturer) 1/
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 

plastic, etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source

Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding

Recycling (Tons)
Source Reduction 

(Tons) Total Tons
Composting 

(Tons)
8851 9-Health and Allied Services, n. Source reduction Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
9002 - Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9002 - Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9002 - Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

9002 -
Reuse Remainder/composite plastic (toner 

cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9002 - Material exchange E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9002 - Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0.45 0.00 0.45

Subtotal - 0.00 0.45 0.47 0.92
2820 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta Reuse Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
2820 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.68 3.40 0.68 3.40
2820 Roofing, Siding and Sheet Meta Source reduction Wood pallets See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.06 0.30 0.06 0.30

Subtotal - 0.81 3.77 0.81 3.77
14162 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
14162 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
12882 5461-Retail Bakeries Source reduction Food See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
9005 United States Postal Service-Ge Source reduction Film plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City

9005 United States Postal Service-Ge
Recycling Remainder/composite plastic 

(Styrofoam kernels) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
9005 United States Postal Service-Ge Material exchange E-Waste primarily metal See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.28 0.13 0.28 0.13

Subtotal - 0.48 0.33 0.52 0.37
12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c.
Reuse Remainder/composite plastic (Styrofoam 

kernels) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
12210 7389-Business services, n.e.c. Material exchange Bulky items See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -

8606 Plumbing, Heating and Air Cond
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8606 Plumbing, Heating and Air Cond Reuse Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
4591 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
8761 -Petroleum bulk stations & term Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8761 -Petroleum bulk stations & term Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City
8761 -Petroleum bulk stations & term Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.14 0.06 0.14 0.06

Subtotal - 0.35 0.27 0.35 0.27
618 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c. Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
8083 5141-Groceries, general line Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
2214 mber and Other Building Materia Recycling Other office paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City

2214 mber and Other Building Materia
Recycling Remainder/composite plastic (toner 

cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal -

332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

332 1531-Operative Builders
Source reduction Uncoated corrugated 

cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City

332 1531-Operative Builders
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
332 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -

7748 d Street Construction, Except E
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
7748 d Street Construction, Except E Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
11730 0782-Lawn and Garden Services Material exchange E-Waste primarily plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.03 0.01 0.03 0.01
11730 0782-Lawn and Garden Services Source reduction Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal - 0.18 0.16 0.18 0.16
10740 1531-Operative Builders Source reduction Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
10574 5942-Book stores Reuse Remainder/composite plastic See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -

7424 5099-Durable goods, n.e.c.
Source reduction Remainder/composite plastic 

(toner cartridges) See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal -

12839 9-Miscellaneous retail stores, n. Material exchange Other miscellaneous paper See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal -

13509 5499-Miscellaneous Food Stores Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal -

17036 mber and Other Building Materia Recycling Uncoated corrugated cardboard See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal -

7267 2-Plastering, drywall, and insula Recycling Other ferrous metals See original spreadsheet submitted by City
Subtotal -
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musmess •--...u.-...,  
Survey/Audit 
Identification 

Number 

. •-, . • , ,-..•-• 
Business Type (Example -

grocery store, retail, 
manufacturer) 1/ 

Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 
plastic, etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source 

Source Reduction 
(Tons) Recycling (Tons) 

Composting 
(Tons) Total Tons 

15539 2844-Toilet preparations Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by Cit) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

NA State Agency inert materials 0.00 2400.00 0.00 0.00 2400.00 0.00 
Subtotal- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

NA Golf Course Grasscycling 6.5 Ions oer acre oer year (CIWMEI) US) 552.50 0.00 0.00 OAD 552.50 
Subtotal - 040 552.50 0.00 0.00 MOO 552.50 

NA Golf Course Grasscycling 6.5 Ions per acre per year (CIWMB) 0.00 123.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 123.50 
Subtotal - 040 123.50 0.00 0.00 MOO 123.50 

NA Golf Course Grasscycling 6.5 Ions oer acre oer year (CIWMB) gj)1 162.50 0.00 0.00 0j)D 162.50 
Subtotal - 040 162.50 0.00 0.00 MOO 162.50 

NA Chapel Grasscycling 6.5 Ions per acre per year (CIWMB) 0.00 78.00 0.00 0.00 040 78.00 
Subtotal - 040 78.00 0.00 0.00 MOO 78.00 

NA Memorial Park Grasscycling 6.5 Ions per acre per year (CIWMB) 0.00 162.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 162.50 
Subtotal - 040 162.50 0.00 0.00 MOO 162.50 

NA Cemetery Grasscycling 6.5 Ions oer acre oer year (CIWMEI) 8)1 19.50 0.00 0.00 OD 19.50 
Subtotal - 040 19.50 0.00 0.00 MOO 19.50 

NA NA Grasscycling 6.5 Ions per acre per year (CIWMB) 9.99 52.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 52.00 
Subtotal - 040 52.00 0.00 0.00 MOO 52.00 

NA Recycler cardboard and newspaper actual weights 0.00 OAD 3091.00 0.00 OAD 3091.00 
Subtotal - 0.00 040 3091.00 0.00 MOO 3091.00 

NA Excavation work Recycling Asphalt See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 0j)D 10120.62 0.00 0j)D 10120.62 
Subtotal - 0.00 040 10120.62 0.00 040 10120.62 

Grand Total 0 2,892.83 18,953.04 703.82 22,549.69 
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Business 
Survey/Audit 
Identification 

Number

Business Type (Example - 
grocery store, retail, 

manufacturer) 1/
Material Type (Example - cardboard, glass, 

plastic, etc.) Specific Conversion Factor and Source

Business Audit Diversion for the City of Redding

Recycling (Tons)
Source Reduction 

(Tons) Total Tons
Composting 

(Tons)
15539 2844-Toilet preparations Recycling Office white ledger See original spreadsheet submitted by City

Subtotal -
NA State Agency inert materials

Subtotal -
NA Golf Course Grasscycling 6.5 tons per acre per year (CIWMB) 0.00 552.50 0.00 552.50

Subtotal - 0.00 552.50 0.00 552.50
NA Golf Course Grasscycling 6.5 tons per acre per year (CIWMB) 0.00 123.50 0.00 123.50

Subtotal - 0.00 123.50 0.00 123.50
NA Golf Course Grasscycling 6.5 tons per acre per year (CIWMB) 0.00 162.50 0.00 162.50

Subtotal - 0.00 162.50 0.00 162.50
NA Chapel Grasscycling 6.5 tons per acre per year (CIWMB) 0.00 78.00 0.00 78.00

Subtotal - 0.00 78.00 0.00 78.00
NA Memorial Park Grasscycling 6.5 tons per acre per year (CIWMB) 0.00 162.50 0.00 162.50

Subtotal - 0.00 162.50 0.00 162.50
NA Cemetery Grasscycling 6.5 tons per acre per year (CIWMB) 0.00 19.50 0.00 19.50

Subtotal - 0.00 19.50 0.00 19.50
NA NA Grasscycling 6.5 tons per acre per year (CIWMB) 0.00 52.00 0.00 52.00

Subtotal - 0.00 52.00 0.00 52.00
NA Recycler cardboard and newspaper actual weights 0.00 3091.00 0.00 3091.00

Subtotal - 0.00 3091.00 0.00 3091.00
NA Excavation work Recycling Asphalt See original spreadsheet submitted by City 0.00 10120.62 0.00 10120.62

Subtotal - 0.00 10120.62 0.00 10120.62
Grand Total 0

0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

2100.00 0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

2100.00 0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

2,892.83 18,953.04 703.82 22,549.69
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Table A: Site Visit 
Verification 
Business 

Audit/Survey 
Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

NA Excavating inert materials 
crushing and 

reuse 
1,659.00 

24 tons per 20 cubic yard 
truck 

10,120.62 

Board staff visited this business, verified the 
diversion activity and obtained diversion tonnage 
data. Specifically, Board staff received the total 

cubic yards received and processed for two 
years, which were averaged to ensure 

representativeness. This total was also adjusted 
to reflect the tonnage generated in the City 
(75%). This tonnage is included in the total 

reported in 4060-SP-CAR 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble in the certification form 

to the non-Residential waste audit data. The 
restricted waste criteria for this generator and 

activity were met. 
Subtotal - 1,659.00 10,120.62 

NA State Agency inert materials recycling 2,100.00 generator estimate 0.00 

Board staff were unable to obtain documentation 
to support the quantification of the diversion 

activity. For this reason, Board staff deducted the 
tonnage for this business. Additionally, 

information for this business was moved from 
"4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble - New 
C&D Facilities" under "Other non-Residential 
recycling" in the certification form to the non- 

residential waste audit data. 

Subtotal - 2,100.00 0.00 

#43 
5199-Nondurable 

goods, n.e.c. 
electronic 

waste 
reuse 0.42 

15 computers at 55.5 pounds 
each (LA Study) 

0.19 

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (15), which is a universal waste; and as 
such cannot be included in generation tonnage. 
As a result, Board staff deducted the tonnage 

associated with the monitors. 
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Table A: Site Visit 
Verification 
Business 

Audit/Survey 
Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings 

(tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

NA Excavating inert materials crushing and 
reuse 1,659.00 24 tons per 20 cubic yard 

truck 10,120.62

Board staff visited this business, verified the 
diversion activity and obtained diversion tonnage 
data. Specifically, Board staff received the total 

cubic yards received and processed for two 
years, which were averaged to ensure 

representativeness.  This total was also adjusted 
to reflect the tonnage generated in the City 
(75%). This tonnage is included in the total 

reported in 4060-SP-CAR 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble in the certification form 

to the non-Residential waste audit data. The 
restricted waste criteria for this generator and 

activity were met.
Subtotal -   1,659.00 10,120.62  

NA State Agency inert materials recycling 2,100.00 generator estimate 0.00

Board staff were unable to obtain documentation 
to support the quantification of the diversion 

activity. For this reason, Board staff deducted the 
tonnage for this business. Additionally, 

information for this business was moved from 
"4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble - New 
C&D Facilities" under "Other non-Residential 
recycling" in the certification form to the non-

residential waste audit data.

Subtotal -   2,100.00  0.00  

#43 5199-Nondurable 
goods, n.e.c.

electronic 
waste reuse 0.42 15 computers at 55.5 pounds 

each (LA Study) 0.19

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (15), which is a universal waste; and as 
such cannot be included in generation tonnage.  
As a result, Board staff deducted the tonnage 

associated with the monitors.
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

#43 
5199-Nondurable 

goods, n.e.c. 
newspaper recycling 840.00 140,000 pounds per month 0.00 

The City of Redding collected this material as a 
part of its commercial recycling program during 

the base-year. As a result, this tonnage is 
already included in the tonnage reported as 

"2030-Commercial Onsite Pickup." Therefore, 
Board staff deducted this tonnage to avoid 

double-counting. 

#43 
5199-Nondurable 

goods, n.e.c. 
cardboard recycling 57.96 9,660 pounds per month 0.00 

The City of Redding collected this material as a 
part of its commercial recycling program during 

the base-year. As a result, this tonnage is 
already included in the tonnage reported as 

"2030-Commercial Onsite Pickup." Therefore, 
Board staff deducted this tonnage to avoid 

double-counting. 

#43 
5199-Nondurable 

goods, n.e.c. 
film plastic recycling 3.00 

500 units (1 pound each) x 12 
months 

. 1 67 
Board staff adjusted this tonnage to reflect the 

actual tonnage provided by the recycler. 

#43 
5199-Nondurable 

goods, n.e.c. 
pallet reuse 0.00 

30 pallets X 42 pounds per 
pallet (per business contact) 

0.63 

Upon verification, Board staff observed that this 
company participates in a pallet reuse program. 

Board staff was able to obtain diversion data 
from the pallet reuse company. This tonnage 

reflects single reuse only. 
Subtotal - 901.38 2.49 

#496 Excavating inert materials recycling 2,204.38 Business estimate 6,668.07 

Board staff met with the business owner, 
discussed the diversion activities and observed 
some of the diverted materials, including photos 

of completed projects. The diversion tonnage 
represents an average of the tonnage from 

purchase orders (which included cubic yards or 
actual tons for each project) from a three-year 

period. This tonnage is included in the total 
reported under "Construction and Demolition in 

the certification form. The restricted waste 
criteria for this generator and activity were met. 

Subtotal - 2,204.38 6,668.07 
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings 

(tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

#43 5199-Nondurable 
goods, n.e.c. newspaper recycling 840.00 140,000 pounds per month 0.00

The City of Redding collected this material as a 
part of its commercial recycling program during 

the base-year.  As a result, this tonnage is 
already included in the tonnage reported as 

"2030-Commercial Onsite Pickup."  Therefore, 
Board staff deducted this tonnage to avoid 

double-counting.

#43 5199-Nondurable 
goods, n.e.c. cardboard recycling 57.96 9,660 pounds per month 0.00

The City of Redding collected this material as a 
part of its commercial recycling program during 

the base-year.  As a result, this tonnage is 
already included in the tonnage reported as 

"2030-Commercial Onsite Pickup."  Therefore, 
Board staff deducted this tonnage to avoid 

double-counting.

#43 5199-Nondurable 
goods, n.e.c. film plastic recycling 3.00 500 units (1 pound each) x 12 

months 1.67 Board staff adjusted this tonnage to reflect the 
actual tonnage provided by the recycler.

#43 5199-Nondurable 
goods, n.e.c. pallet reuse 0.00 30 pallets X 42 pounds per 

pallet (per business contact) 0.63

Upon verification, Board staff observed that this 
company participates in a pallet reuse program.  

Board staff was able to obtain diversion data 
from the pallet reuse company.  This tonnage 

reflects single reuse only.
Subtotal -   901.38  2.49  

#496 Excavating inert materials recycling 2,204.38 Business estimate 6,668.07

Board staff met with the business owner, 
discussed the diversion activities and observed 
some of the diverted materials, including photos 

of completed projects. The diversion tonnage 
represents an average of the tonnage from 

purchase orders (which included cubic yards or 
actual tons for each project) from a three-year 

period. This tonnage is included in the total 
reported under "Construction and Demolition in 

the certification form. The restricted waste 
criteria for this generator and activity were met.

Subtotal -   2,204.38  6,668.07  
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August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

#5098 (but 
reported in 

Section 8 rather 
than in 

Attachment 9) 

1531-Operative 
Builders 

inert materials recycling 2,680.00 
76 lbs per cubic foot (FEECO) 
X 70,000 cubic feet and 1 lbs 

per unit X 40,000 units 
10,502.66 

Board staff observed the diversion activity and 
verified the diversion tonnage by reviewing the 
annual reports prepared for the Air Resources 

Board's Statewide Portable Equipment 
Registration Program. In an effort to ensure 
representativeness, Board staff collected and 
averaged annual throughput tonnages (actual 

weights) for a three-year period. This tonnage is 
included in the total reported under Construction 

and Demolition" in the certification form. The 
restricted waste criteria for this generator and 

activity were met. 
Subtotal - 2,680.00 10,502.66 

#502 
5100-Wholesale trade- 

nondurable goods 
wood (pallets) reuse 834.29 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) X 4,000 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks 

64.00 

Board staff verified the pallet reuse activity with 
the business contact. The company reuses 

4,000 pallets within the facility. The proposed 
tonnage was reduced to reflect single reuse of 

 
these pallets. Additionally, the business contact 

indicated that these pallets weigh 32 pounds 
each rather than 40 pounds. Therefore, the 

tonnage was also reduced to reflect this change 
in the conversion factor. 

#502 
5100-Wholesale trade- 

nondurable goods 
wood (pallets) recycling 0.00 

100 pallets at 40 pounds each 
(USEPA) per month 

24.00 
Board staff verified that approximately 100 

 
pallets (standard sized) are sent to a private 

company for recycling each month. 
Subtotal - 834.29 88.00 

#516 5411-Grocery Stores cardboard recycling 488.59 
Diversion tonnage report from 

corporate office 
244.30 

The grocer's corporate office provided an 
aggregate tonnage report for two stores in the 
City. The total tonnage for the two stores was 

inadvertently reported for each store. As a 
result, Board staff deducted 1/2 of the tonnage 

initially reported. 

#516 5411-Grocery Stores film plastic recycling 15.08 
Diversion tonnage report 

from7.54 
corporate office 

Same as above. 
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings 

(tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

#5098 (but 
reported in 

Section 8 rather 
than in 

Attachment 9)

1531-Operative 
Builders inert materials recycling 2,680.00

76 lbs per cubic foot (FEECO) 
X 70,000 cubic feet and 1 lbs 

per unit X 40,000 units
10,502.66

Board staff observed the diversion activity and 
verified the diversion tonnage by reviewing the 
annual reports prepared for the Air Resources 

Board's Statewide Portable Equipment 
Registration Program.  In an effort to ensure 
representativeness, Board staff collected and 
averaged annual throughput tonnages (actual 

weights) for a three-year period. This tonnage is 
included in the total reported under Construction 

and Demolition" in the certification form. The 
restricted waste criteria for this generator and 

activity were met.
Subtotal -   2,680.00  10,502.66  

#502 5100-Wholesale trade-
nondurable goods wood (pallets) reuse 834.29

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) X 4,000 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks

64.00

Board staff verified the pallet reuse activity with 
the business contact.  The company reuses 

4,000 pallets within the facility. The proposed 
tonnage was reduced to reflect single reuse of 

these pallets.  Additionally, the business contact 
indicated that these pallets weigh 32 pounds 
each rather than 40 pounds. Therefore, the 

tonnage was also reduced to reflect this change 
in the conversion factor.

#502 5100-Wholesale trade-
nondurable goods wood (pallets) recycling 0.00 100 pallets at 40 pounds each 

(USEPA) per month 24.00
Board staff verified that approximately 100 

pallets (standard sized) are sent to a private 
company for recycling each month.

Subtotal -   834.29  88.00  

#516 5411-Grocery Stores cardboard recycling 488.59 Diversion tonnage report from 
corporate office 244.30

The grocer's corporate office provided an 
aggregate tonnage report for two stores in the 
City.  The total tonnage for the two stores was 

inadvertently reported for each store.  As a 
result, Board staff deducted 1/2 of the tonnage 

initially reported.

#516 5411-Grocery Stores film plastic recycling 15.08 Diversion tonnage report from 
corporate office 7.54 Same as above.
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August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

#516 5411-Grocery Stores food recycling 60.32 
Diversion tonnage report 

from30.16 
corporate office 

Same as above. 

#516 5411-Grocery Stores food recycling 13,958.64 
Diversion tonnage report from 

corporate office 
133.85 

Same as above. Additionally, the tonnage for this 
activity was multiplied by 52.148571428571 

(estimated number of weeks in a year), which 
was in error. Board staff made the correction, 

which resulted in a deduction. Furthermore, this 
activity was listed as recycling, but is actually 
composting. As a result, Board reported this 

tonnage as composting. 

Subtotal - 14,522.63 415.85 

#2961 5411-Grocery Stores cardboard recycling 488.59 
Diversion tonnage report from 

corporate office 
244.30 

The grocer's corporate office provided an 
aggregate tonnage report for two stores in the 
City. The total tonnage for the two stores was 

inadvertently reported for each store. As a 
result, Board staff deducted 1/2 of the tonnage 

initially reported. 

#2961 5411-Grocery Stores film plastic recycling 15.08 
Diversion tonnage report 

from7.54 
corporate office 

Same as above. 

#2961 5411-Grocery Stores food recycling 60.32 
Diversion tonnage report 

from30.16 
corporate office 

Same as above. 

#2961 5411-Grocery Stores food recycling 267.70 
Diversion tonnage report from 

corporate office 
133.85 

Same as above. Additionally, the tonnage for this 
activity was multiplied by 52.148571428571 

(estimated number of weeks in a year), which 
was in error. Board staff made the correction, 

which, again, resulted in a deduction. 
Furthermore, this activity was listed as recycling, 

but is actually composting. As a result, Board 
reported this tonnage as composting. 

Subtotal - 831.69 415.85 
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings 

(tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

#516 5411-Grocery Stores food recycling 60.32 Diversion tonnage report from 
corporate office 30.16 Same as above.

#516 5411-Grocery Stores food recycling 13,958.64 Diversion tonnage report from 
corporate office 133.85

Same as above. Additionally, the tonnage for this 
activity was multiplied by 52.148571428571 

(estimated number of weeks in a year), which 
was in error.  Board staff made the correction, 

which resulted in a deduction.  Furthermore,  this 
activity was listed as recycling, but is actually 
composting.  As a result, Board reported this 

tonnage as composting.

Subtotal -   14,522.63  415.85  

#2961 5411-Grocery Stores cardboard recycling 488.59 Diversion tonnage report from 
corporate office 244.30

The grocer's corporate office provided an 
aggregate tonnage report for two stores in the 
City.  The total tonnage for the two stores was 

inadvertently reported for each store.  As a 
result, Board staff deducted 1/2 of the tonnage 

initially reported.

#2961 5411-Grocery Stores film plastic recycling 15.08 Diversion tonnage report from 
corporate office 7.54 Same as above.

#2961 5411-Grocery Stores food recycling 60.32 Diversion tonnage report from 
corporate office 30.16 Same as above.

#2961 5411-Grocery Stores food recycling 267.70 Diversion tonnage report from 
corporate office 133.85

Same as above. Additionally, the tonnage for this 
activity was multiplied by 52.148571428571 

(estimated number of weeks in a year), which 
was in error.  Board staff made the correction, 

which, again, resulted in a deduction.  
Furthermore,  this activity was listed as recycling, 

but is actually composting.  As a result, Board 
reported this tonnage as composting.

Subtotal -   831.69  415.85  
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

#16602 5411-Grocery Stores 
food (produce 
waste, mixed, 

loose) 
recycling 426.58 909 lbs cubic yard (Tellus) 426.58 

This activity and tonnage was originally listed as 
recycling, but is actually composting. As a 
result, Board staff reported this tonnage as 

composting. 
Subtotal - 426.58 426.58 

#10153 
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores 

wood (pallets) reuse 6.26 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") = 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 30 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks 

0.60 

In response to Board staffs inquiry, City of 
Redding staff confirmed the total number of 

pallets in the facility's reuse system (30). Board 
staff reduced this reuse estimate to include only 

the tonnage for single reuse (i.e., 30 pallets 
reused once). 

Subtotal - 6.26 0.60 

#8075 Retail Store tire recycling 104.29 20 lbs per tire (USEPA) 0.00 
Board staff were unable to verify that this 

material was not incinerated. As a result, this 
tonnage was deducted. 

Subtotal - 104.29 0.00 

#3586 
1799-Special trade 
contractors, n.e.c. 

prunings and 
trimmings 

recycling 7 29 .. 
108 lbs/ cubic yard (USEPA) X 

135 units 
7 29 

This activity and tonnage was originally listed as 
recycling, but is actually composting. As a 
result, Board staff reported this tonnage as 

composting. 

#3586 
1799-Special trade 
contractors, n.e.c. 

concrete reuse 16.70 
1855.18 lbs per cubic yard 
(Tellus) X 18 cubic yards diversion 

0.00 
Board staff were unable to clarify or verify this 

activity. As a result, it was deducted. 

#3586 
1799-Special trade 
contractors, n.e.c. 

rock, soil and 
fines 

reuse 410.40 
76 lbs per cubic foot (FEECO) 

X 10800 cubic feet 
104.28 

Board staff verified the diversion activity and 
adjusted the tonnage based on verbal testimony 

of the business contact. 
Subtotal - 434.39 111.57 

#7312 5411-Grocery Stores wood pallets 
source 

reduction 
5.21 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") each at 40 

lbs each (USEPA) / 5 X 25 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks 

0.50 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 5.21 0.50 

#7625 5411-Grocery Stores wood pallets 
source 

reduction 
5.21 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") each at 40 

lbs each (USEPA) / 5 X 25 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks 

0.50 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 
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Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings 

(tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

#16602 5411-Grocery Stores
food (produce 
waste, mixed, 

loose)
recycling 426.58 909 lbs cubic yard (Tellus) 426.58

This activity and tonnage was originally listed as 
recycling, but is actually composting.  As a 
result, Board staff reported this tonnage as 

composting.
Subtotal -   426.58  426.58  

#10153
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores

wood (pallets) reuse 6.26

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") = 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 30 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks

0.60

In response to Board staff's inquiry, City of 
Redding staff confirmed the total number of 

pallets in the facility's reuse system (30). Board 
staff reduced this reuse estimate to include only 

the tonnage for single reuse (i.e., 30 pallets 
reused once).

Subtotal -   6.26  0.60  

#8075 Retail Store tire recycling 104.29 20 lbs per tire (USEPA) 0.00
Board staff were unable to verify that this 

material was not incinerated.  As a result, this 
tonnage was deducted.

Subtotal -   104.29  0.00  

#3586 1799-Special trade 
contractors, n.e.c.

prunings and 
trimmings recycling 7.29 108 lbs/ cubic yard (USEPA) X 

135 units 7.29

This activity and tonnage was originally listed as 
recycling, but is actually composting.  As a 
result, Board staff reported this tonnage as 

composting.

#3586 1799-Special trade 
contractors, n.e.c. concrete reuse 16.70 1855.18 lbs per cubic yard 

(Tellus) X 18 cubic yards 0.00 Board staff were unable to clarify or verify this 
diversion activity.  As a result, it was deducted.

#3586 1799-Special trade 
contractors, n.e.c.

rock, soil and 
fines reuse 410.40 76 lbs per cubic foot (FEECO)  

X 10800 cubic feet 104.28
Board staff verified the diversion activity and 

adjusted the tonnage based on verbal testimony 
of the business contact.

Subtotal -   434.39  111.57  

#7312 5411-Grocery Stores wood pallets source 
reduction 5.21

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") each at 40 

lbs each (USEPA) / 5 X 25 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks

0.50 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   5.21  0.50  

#7625 5411-Grocery Stores wood pallets source 
reduction 5.21

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") each at 40 

lbs each (USEPA) / 5 X 25 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks

0.50 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.
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Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

Subtotal - 5.21 0.50 

#441 
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

remainder/com 
posite 

household 
hazardous 

recycling 5.00 1 lbs/unit X 10,000 units/year 0.00 
Board staff removed this tonnage because it is 

household hazardous waste; and, as such, 
cannot be included in base-year generation. 

#441 
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

remainder/com 
posite organic 

(wooden 
source 

reduction 
6.00 

1 lbs per unit X 1,000 units X 
12 months 

0.50 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these crates. 
crates)  

Subtotal - 11.00 0.50 

#1406 
5311-Department 

Stores 

uncoated 
corrugated 
cardboard 

recycling 187.71 
1 lbs per unit X 7,200 units X 
52.1428571428571 weeks 

0.00 

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company. Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons). To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 

#1406 
5311-Department 

Stores 
tires recycling 45.00 20 pounds per tire (USEPA) 0.00 

Board staff were unable to verify that this 
material was not incinerated. Asa result, this 

tonnage was deducted. 
Subtotal - 232.71 0.00 

#7020 
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

wood pallets 
source 

reduction 
0.80 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 200 
pallets 

4.00 
The proposed tonnage was adjusted to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 0.80 4.00 

#4960 
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores 

wood pallets reuse 4.17 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 20 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks 

. 040 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 
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Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings 
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Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

Subtotal -   5.21  0.50  

#441 5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c.

remainder/com
posite 

household 
hazardous 

recycling 5.00  1 lbs/unit X 10,000 units/year 0.00
Board staff removed this tonnage because it is 

household hazardous waste; and, as such, 
cannot be included in base-year generation.

#441
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c.

remainder/com
posite organic 

(wooden 
crates)

source 
reduction 6.00 1 lbs per unit X 1,000 units X 

12 months 0.50 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these crates.

Subtotal -   11.00  0.50  

#1406 5311-Department 
Stores

uncoated 
corrugated 
cardboard 

recycling 187.71 1 lbs per unit X 7,200 units X 
52.1428571428571 weeks 0.00

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company.  Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons).  To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 

#1406 5311-Department 
Stores tires recycling 45.00 20 pounds per tire (USEPA) 0.00

Board staff were unable to verify that this 
material was not incinerated.  As a result, this 

tonnage was deducted.
Subtotal -   232.71  0.00  

#7020 5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. wood pallets source 

reduction 0.80

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 200 
pallets 

4.00 The proposed tonnage was adjusted to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   0.80  4.00  

#4960
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores

wood pallets reuse 4.17

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 20 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks

0.40 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

 6



Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

#4960 
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores 

uncoated 
corrugated 
cardboard 

recycling 216.00 
1 lbs per unit X 36,000 units X 

12 months 
0.00 

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company. Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons). To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 

Subtotal - 220.17 0.40 

#9003 
8200-Educational 

services 

leaves and 
grass 

(grasscycling) 

source 
reduction 

182.50 
250 lbs/acre X 28 acres X 
52.1428571428571 weeks 

182.00 
Board staff adjusted this calculation to use the 
conversion factor of 6.5 tons per acre per year 

(28 acres x 6.5 tons) 

#9003 
8200-Educational 

services 
wood pallets 

material 
exchange 

0.26 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 5.5 
pallets X 12 months 

0.11 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 182.76 182.11 

#622 
5141-Groceries, 

general line 
wood pallets 

source 
reduction 

62.57 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48" ) at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 300 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks 

6.00 

In response to Board staffs inquiry, City of 
Redding staff confirmed the total number of 

pallets in the facility's reuse system (300). Board 
staff reduced this reuse estimate to include only 

the tonnage for single reuse (i.e., 300 pallets 
reused once). 

Subtotal - 62.57 6.00 

#506 
5311-Department 

Stores 
wood pallets 

source 
reduction 

20.86 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 100 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks 

2.00 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 20.86 2.00 
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#4960
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores

uncoated 
corrugated 
cardboard 

recycling 216.00 1 lbs per unit X 36,000 units X 
12 months 0.00

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company.  Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons).  To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 

Subtotal -   220.17  0.40  

#9003 8200-Educational 
services

leaves and 
grass 

(grasscycling)

source 
reduction 182.50 250 lbs/acre X 28 acres X 

52.1428571428571 weeks 182.00
Board staff adjusted this calculation to use the 
conversion factor of 6.5 tons per acre per year 

(28 acres x 6.5 tons)

#9003 8200-Educational 
services wood pallets material 

exchange 0.26

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 5.5 
pallets X 12 months

0.11 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   182.76  182.11  

#622 5141-Groceries, 
general line wood pallets source 

reduction 62.57

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48" ) at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 300 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks

6.00

In response to Board staff's inquiry, City of 
Redding staff confirmed the total number of 

pallets in the facility's reuse system (300). Board 
staff reduced this reuse estimate to include only 

the tonnage for single reuse (i.e., 300 pallets 
reused once).

Subtotal -   62.57  6.00  

#506 5311-Department 
Stores wood pallets source 

reduction 20.86

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 100 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks

2.00 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   20.86  2.00  

 7



Board Meeting Agenda Item 19 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

Business 
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Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

#12965 
5211-Lumber and 

Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

uncoated 
corrugated 
cardboard 

recycling 140.79 
1 cubic yard OCC bale (large) 
= 900 lbs (USEPA) X bales X 

52.1428571428571 weeks 
0.00 

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company. Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons). To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 

Subtotal - 140.79 0.00 

#4851 
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores 

wood pallets 
source 

reduction 
. 417 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 20 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks 

0.40 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

#4851 
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores 

uncoated 
corrugated 
cardboard 

recycling 97.77 
1 lbs per unit X 3,750 units X 
52.1428571428571 weeks 

0.00 

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company. Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons). To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 

Subtotal - 101.94 0.40 

#1366 
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores 

uncoated 
corrugated 
cardboard 

recycling 104.29 
1 lbs per unit X 4,000 units X 
52.1428571428571 weeks 

0.00 

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company. Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons). To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 
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Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

#12965
5211-Lumber and 

Other Building 
Materials Dealers

uncoated 
corrugated 
cardboard 

recycling 140.79
1 cubic yard OCC bale  (large) 
= 900 lbs (USEPA) X bales X 

52.1428571428571 weeks
0.00

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company.  Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons).  To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 

Subtotal -   140.79  0.00  

#4851
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores

wood pallets source 
reduction 4.17

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 20 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks

0.40 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

#4851
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores

uncoated 
corrugated 
cardboard 

recycling 97.77  1 lbs per unit X 3,750 units X 
52.1428571428571 weeks 0.00

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company.  Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons).  To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 

Subtotal -   101.94  0.40  

#1366
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores

uncoated 
corrugated 
cardboard 

recycling 104.29 1 lbs per unit X 4,000 units X 
52.1428571428571 weeks 0.00

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company.  Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons).  To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 
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Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

#1366 
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores 

other office 
paper 

recycling 0.66 

33-gallon of office paper 
(white, color, CPO, junk mail) 
= 25.41 lbs (USEPA) X 1 unit 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks 

0.00 

As result of Board staffs inquiry, it was 
determined that this material was collected and 
reported as a part of the City's Commercial On-
site Pickup recycling program. To avoid double- 

counting, Board staff deducted this tonnage. 

Subtotal - 104.95 0.00 

#13650 
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

e-waste 
primarily 
plastic 

material 
exchange per 

1.39  
50 units per year at 55.5 lbs 

unit (LA Study) generation 
0.64 

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (50), which is a universal waste cannot 
be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 

tonnage. Asa result, Board staff 
deducted the tonnage associated with the 

monitors. 
Subtotal - 1.39 0.64 

#3555 
3399-Primary metal 

products, n.e.c. 
wood pallets 

source 
reduction 

5.21 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 25 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks 

0.50 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 5.21 0.50 

#8846 

3399-Primary metal 
products, n.e.c. 

e-waste 
primarily 
plastic 

material 
exchange 

0.04 
55.5 lbs per unit (LA Study) X 

1.5 units 
. 0 02 

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (1.5), which is a universal waste cannot 
be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 

generation tonnage. As a result, Board staff 
deducted the tonnage associated with the 

monitors. 
Subtotal - 0.04 0.02 

#7693 
5311-Department 

Stores 
remainder/com 
posite plastic 5,000 

recycling 16.29 

Plastic hangers w/metal hook 
each = 0.125 lbs (UCLA) X 

52.1428571428571 weeks 
hangers X hangers. 

0.31 
Board staff adjusted this to single reuse of 

Subtotal - 16.29 0.31 

#4367 
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

wood pallets 
source 

reduction 
0.07 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 1.5 
pallets X 12 months 

6.00 

In response to Board staffs inquiry of the study 
data, City staff determined that the number of 
pallets used at this facility is 300. Asa result, 
Board staff adjusted this tonnage to reflect the 

single reuse of 300 pallets. 
Subtotal - 0.07 6.00 
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#1366
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores

other office 
paper recycling 0.66

33-gallon of office paper 
(white, color, CPO, junk mail) 
= 25.41 lbs (USEPA) X 1 unit 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks

0.00

As result of Board staff's inquiry, it was 
determined that this material was collected and 
reported as a part of the City's Commercial On-
site Pickup recycling program.  To avoid double-

counting, Board staff deducted this tonnage.

Subtotal -   104.95  0.00  

#13650 5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c.

e-waste 
primarily 
plastic 

material 
exchange 1.39 50 units per year at 55.5 lbs 

per unit (LA Study) 0.64

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (50), which is a universal waste cannot 
be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 

generation tonnage.  As a result, Board staff 
deducted the tonnage associated with the 

monitors.
Subtotal -   1.39  0.64  

#3555 3399-Primary metal 
products, n.e.c. wood pallets source 

reduction 5.21

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 25 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks

0.50 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   5.21  0.50  

#8846

3399-Primary metal 
products, n.e.c.

e-waste 
primarily 
plastic

material 
exchange 0.04 55.5 lbs per unit (LA Study) X 

1.5 units 0.02

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (1.5), which is a universal waste cannot 
be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 

generation tonnage.  As a result, Board staff 
deducted the tonnage associated with the 

monitors.
Subtotal -   0.04  0.02  

#7693 5311-Department 
Stores

remainder/com
posite plastic recycling 16.29

Plastic hangers w/metal hook 
each = 0.125 lbs (UCLA) X 

5,000 hangers X 
52.1428571428571 weeks

0.31 Board staff adjusted this to single reuse of 
hangers.

Subtotal -   16.29  0.31  

#4367 5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. wood pallets source 

reduction 0.07

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 1.5 
pallets X 12 months

6.00

In response to Board staff's inquiry of the study 
data, City staff determined that the number of 
pallets used at this facility is 300.  As a result, 
Board staff adjusted this tonnage to reflect the 

single reuse of 300 pallets.
Subtotal -   0.07  6.00  
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#1229 
5499-Miscellaneous 

Food Stores 
wood pallets 

source 
reduction 

4.80 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") each at 40 

lbs each (USEPA) / 5 X 100 
pallets X 12 months 

2.00 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 4.80 2.00 

#10571 
7389-Business 
services, n.e.c. 

20.86 

1 cubic yard compacted OCC 
= 400 lbs (USEPA) X 2 cubic 
yards X 52.1428571428571 

weeks 

0.00 

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company. Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons). To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 

Subtotal - 20.86 0.00 

#9006 
4900-Electric, gas, and 

sanitary services 
e-waste 

primarily metal 
source 

reduction 
1.39 

1 computer = 55.5 lbs (LA 
Study) X 50 computers 

0.64 

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (50), which is a universal waste cannot 
be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 

generation tonnage. As a result, Board staff 
deducted the tonnage associated with the 

monitors. 

#9006 
4900-Electric, gas, and 

sanitary services 
other office 

paper 
recycling 0.38 1 lbs per unit X 750 units 0.00 

As result of Board staffs inquiry, it was 
determined that this material was collected and 
reported as a part of the City's Commercial On-
site Pickup recycling program. To avoid double- 

counting, Board staff deducted this tonnage. 

Subtotal - 

#REF! #REF! wood pallets 
source 

reduction 

1.77 

0.10 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 
each (USEPA) / 5 X 2 pallets 

X 12 months 

0.64 

0.04 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 0.10 0.04 

#6348 
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores 

aluminum cans recycling 0.03 
27 uncrushed aluminum cans 

= 1 lbs (USEPA) X 
52.1428571428571 weeks 

0.00 
To avoid double counting of this same material 
reported for the buy back centers, Board staff 

removed this tonnage. 
Subtotal - 0.03 0.00 
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#1229 5499-Miscellaneous 
Food Stores wood pallets source 

reduction 4.80

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") each at 40 

lbs each (USEPA) / 5 X 100 
pallets X 12 months

2.00 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   4.80  2.00  

#10571 7389-Business 
services, n.e.c. 20.86

1 cubic yard compacted OCC 
= 400 lbs (USEPA) X 2 cubic 
yards X 52.1428571428571 

weeks

0.00

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company.  Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons).  To avoid 
double counting, however, Board staff also had 

to deduct the paper and cardboard recycling 
from these businesses from the non-residential 

waste audit data. 

Subtotal -   20.86  0.00  

#9006 4900-Electric, gas, and 
sanitary services

e-waste 
primarily metal 

source 
reduction 1.39 1 computer  = 55.5 lbs (LA 

Study) X 50 computers 0.64

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (50), which is a universal waste cannot 
be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 

generation tonnage.  As a result, Board staff 
deducted the tonnage associated with the 

monitors.

#9006 4900-Electric, gas, and 
sanitary services

other office 
paper recycling 0.38  1 lbs per unit X 750 units 0.00

As result of Board staff's inquiry, it was 
determined that this material was collected and 
reported as a part of the City's Commercial On-
site Pickup recycling program.  To avoid double-

counting, Board staff deducted this tonnage.

Subtotal -   1.77 0.64

#REF! #REF! wood pallets source 
reduction 0.10

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 
each (USEPA) / 5 X 2 pallets 

X 12 months

0.04 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   0.10  0.04  

#6348
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores

aluminum cans recycling 0.03
27 uncrushed aluminum cans 

= 1 lbs (USEPA) X 
52.1428571428571 weeks

0.00
To avoid double counting of this same material 
reported for the buy back centers, Board staff 

removed this tonnage.
Subtotal -   0.03  0.00  
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#3719 
3399-Primary metal 

products, n.e.c. 
leaves and 

grass 

source 
reduction 

(grasscycling) 
4.22 1 unit = 1 lbs X 8,437.5units/yr 8.97 

The original diversion tonnage for the reported 
1.38 acres of grasscycling appears to be in error. 

Therefore, Board staff made a correction (i.e., 
1.38 acres x 6.5 tons per acre per year). 

#3719 
3399-Primary metal 

products, n.e.c. 
e-waste 

primarily metal 
material 

exchange 1.5 
0.04 

55.5 lbs per unit (LA Study) X 
units 

0.02 

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (1.5), which is a universal waste cannot 
be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 

generation tonnage. As a result, Board staff 
deducted the tonnage associated with the 

monitors. 
Subtotal - 4.26 8.99 

#9473 
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

(golf course) 

remainder/com 
posite 

household 
hazardous 

recycling 0.11 
1 cubic yard of loose auto oil 
filters = 834.4 (Tellus) X 0.27 

cubic yards 
0.00 

Board staff removed this tonnage because it is 
household hazardous waste; and, as such, 
cannot be included in base-year generation. 

#9473 
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

(golf course) 
batteries recycling 0.21 

auto battery = 35 lbs (USEPA) 
X 1 battery X 12 months 

0.00 
Board staff removed this tonnage because it is 

household hazardous waste; and, as such, 
cannot be included in base-year generation. 

#9473 
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

(golf course) 

leaves and 
grass 

(grasscycling) 

source 
reduction 

11.50 250 lbs per acre X 92 acres 598.00 

The original diversion tonnage for the reported 
for this 92 acres of grasscycling appears to be in 
error. Therefore, Board staff made a correction 

(i.e., 92 acres x 6.5 tons per acre per year). 

Subtotal - 11.82 598.00 

#627 
5211-Lumber and 

Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

wood pallets 
source 

reduction 
. 4 17 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 20 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks 

0.40 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 4.17 0.40 

#15137 
5651-Family Clothing 

Stores 

remainder/com 
posite plastic 

(hangers) 

source 
reduction 

3.75 

Plastic hangers (w/metal 
hook) = 0.125 lbs each 

months 
(UCLA) 5,000 hangers X 12 single 

0.31 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

reuse of these hangers. 

Subtotal - 3.75 0.31 
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#3719 3399-Primary metal 
products, n.e.c.

leaves and 
grass 

source 
reduction 

(grasscycling)
4.22 1 unit = 1 lbs X 8,437.5units/yr 8.97

The original diversion tonnage for the reported 
1.38 acres of grasscycling appears to be in error.  

Therefore, Board staff made a correction (i.e., 
1.38 acres x 6.5 tons per acre per year).

#3719 3399-Primary metal 
products, n.e.c.

e-waste 
primarily metal 

material 
exchange 0.04 55.5 lbs per unit (LA Study) X 

1.5 units 0.02

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (1.5), which is a universal waste cannot 
be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 

generation tonnage.  As a result, Board staff 
deducted the tonnage associated with the 

monitors.
Subtotal -   4.26  8.99  

#9473
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

(golf course)

remainder/com
posite 

household 
hazardous 

recycling 0.11
 1 cubic yard of loose auto oil 
filters = 834.4 (Tellus) X 0.27 

cubic yards 
0.00

Board staff removed this tonnage because it is 
household hazardous waste; and, as such, 
cannot be included in base-year generation.

#9473
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

(golf course)
batteries recycling 0.21 auto battery = 35 lbs (USEPA) 

X 1 battery X 12 months 0.00
Board staff removed this tonnage because it is 

household hazardous waste; and, as such, 
cannot be included in base-year generation.

#9473
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

(golf course)

leaves and 
grass 

(grasscycling)

source 
reduction 11.50 250 lbs per acre X 92 acres 598.00

The original diversion tonnage for the reported 
for this 92 acres of grasscycling appears to be in 
error.  Therefore, Board staff made a correction 

(i.e., 92 acres x 6.5 tons per acre per year).

Subtotal -   11.82  598.00  

#627
5211-Lumber and 

Other Building 
Materials Dealers

wood pallets source 
reduction 4.17

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 20 pallets 
X 52.1428571428571 weeks

0.40 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   4.17  0.40  

#15137 5651-Family Clothing 
Stores

remainder/com
posite plastic 

(hangers)

source 
reduction 3.75

Plastic hangers (w/metal 
hook) = 0.125 lbs each 

(UCLA) 5,000 hangers X 12 
months

0.31 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these hangers.

Subtotal -   3.75  0.31  
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#2558 
5211-Lumber and 

Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

wood pallets reuse 0.60 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 12.5 
pallets X 12 months 

. 025 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 0.60 0.25 

#2692 
5211-Lumber and 

Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

wood pallets 
source 

reduction 
. 120 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 300 
pallets 

6.00 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 1.20 6.00 

#2641 
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

(golf course) 

leaves and 
grass 

(grasscycling) 

source 
reduction 

3.00 250 lbs per acre X 24 acres 156.00 

The original diversion tonnage for the reported 
for this 24 acres of grasscycling appears to be in 
error. Therefore, Board staff made a correction 

(i.e., 24 acres x 6.5 tons per acre per year). 

Subtotal - 3.00 156.00 

#15391 
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores 

aluminum cans recycling 2.67 
27 uncrushed aluminum cans 

= 1 lbs (USEPA) X 444.44 
units X 12 months 

0.00 
To avoid double counting of this same material 
reported for the buy back centers, Board staff 

removed this tonnage. 
Subtotal - 2.67 0.00 

#64 
7334-Photoco pying & 
duplicating services 

remainder/com 
posite plastic 

(acetate) 
recycling 0.30 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 2.5 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks 

0.00 
Board staff could not determine whether this 

material is hazardous, as a result the tonnage 
was deducted. 

#64 
7334-Photocopying & 
duplicating services 

wood pallets 
source 

reduction 
0.52 1 lbs per unit X 600 units 0.05 

The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 0.82 0.05 

#14496 
5211-Lumber and 

Other Building 
Materials Dealers 

wood pallets reuse 1.44 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 30 pallets 
X 12 months 

0.60 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 1.44 0.60 

#13053 
5531-Auto and Home 

Supply Stores 
wood pallets 

source 
reduction 

1.67 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48" wood) at 
40 lbs each (USEPA) / 5 X 8 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks 

0.16 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 
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#2558
5211-Lumber and 

Other Building 
Materials Dealers

wood pallets reuse 0.60

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 12.5 
pallets X 12 months

0.25 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   0.60  0.25  

#2692
5211-Lumber and 

Other Building 
Materials Dealers

wood pallets source 
reduction 1.20

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 300 
pallets

6.00 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   1.20  6.00  

#2641
5999-Miscellaneous 
retail stores, n.e.c. 

(golf course)

leaves and 
grass 

(grasscycling)

source 
reduction 3.00 250 lbs per acre X 24 acres 156.00

The original diversion tonnage for the reported 
for this 24 acres of grasscycling appears to be in 
error.  Therefore, Board staff made a correction 

(i.e., 24 acres x 6.5 tons per acre per year).

Subtotal -   3.00  156.00  

#15391
5399-Miscellaneous 

General Merchandise 
Stores

aluminum cans recycling 2.67
27 uncrushed aluminum cans 

= 1 lbs (USEPA) X 444.44 
units X 12 months

0.00
To avoid double counting of this same material 
reported for the buy back centers, Board staff 

removed this tonnage.
Subtotal -   2.67 0.00

#64 7334-Photocopying & 
duplicating services

remainder/com
posite plastic 

(acetate)
recycling 0.30

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 2.5 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks

0.00
Board staff could not determine whether this 

material is hazardous, as a result the tonnage 
was deducted.

#64 7334-Photocopying & 
duplicating services wood pallets source 

reduction 0.52  1 lbs per unit X 600 units 0.05 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   0.82  0.05  

#14496
5211-Lumber and 

Other Building 
Materials Dealers

wood pallets reuse 1.44

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48") at 40 lbs 

each (USEPA) / 5 X 30 pallets 
X 12 months

0.60 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   1.44  0.60  

#13053 5531-Auto and Home 
Supply Stores wood pallets source 

reduction 1.67

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48" wood) at 
40 lbs each (USEPA) / 5 X 8 
pallets X 52.1428571428571 

weeks

0.16 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.
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Subtotal - 1.67 0.16 

#8844 5651-Family Clothing 
Stores 

remainder/com 
posite plastic 

(hangers) 

source 
reduction 

0.65 

Plastic hangers (w/metal 
hook) = 0.125 lbs each 
(UCLA) 200 hangers X 

52.1428571428571 weeks 

0.01 
The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 

single reuse of these hangers. 

Subtotal - 0.65 0.01 

#9002 - 
e-waste 

primarily metal 
material 

exchange each 
0.01 

0.50 computers at 55.5 lbs 
(LA Study) 

0.01 

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (0.50), which as a universal waste 
cannot be landfilled; and as such, cannot be 
included in generation tonnage. As a result, 
Board staff deducted the tonnage associated 

with the monitors. Due to rounding, there was no 
difference in the diversion tonnage when 

rounded to the nearest hundredth. 
Subtotal - 0.01 0.01 

#2820 
1761-Roofing, Siding 

and Sheet Metal Work 
wood pallets 

source 
reduction 

. 0 68 

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48" wood) at 
40 lbs each (USEPA) / 5 X 

170 pallets 

3.40 
The proposed tonnage was adjusted to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

#2820 
1761-Roofing, Siding 

and Sheet Metal Work 
wood pallets 

source 
reduction 

0.06 1 lbs per unit/5 X 600 units 0.30 
The proposed tonnage was adjusted to reflect 

single reuse of these pallets. 

Subtotal - 0.74 3.70 

#9005 
4300-United States 

Postal Service-General 
e-waste 

primarily metal 
material 

exchange 
0.28 

10 computers at 55.5 lbs each 
(LA Study) 

0.13 

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (10), which is a universal waste cannot 
be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 

generation tonnage. As a result, Board staff 
deducted the tonnage associated with the 

monitors. 
Subtotal - 0.28 0.13 

#8761 
5171-Petroleum bulk 
stations & terminals 

e-waste 
primarily 
plastic 

material 
exchange (LA 

0.14  
5 computers at 55.5 lbs each 

Study) generation 
0.06 

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (5), which is a universal waste cannot 

be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 
tonnage. Asa result, Board staff 

deducted the tonnage associated with the 
monitors. 

Subtotal - 0.14 0.06 
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Subtotal -   1.67  0.16  

#8844 5651-Family Clothing 
Stores

remainder/com
posite plastic 

(hangers)

source 
reduction 0.65

Plastic hangers (w/metal 
hook) = 0.125 lbs each 
(UCLA) 200 hangers X 

52.1428571428571 weeks

0.01 The proposed tonnage was reduced to reflect 
single reuse of these hangers.

Subtotal -   0.65  0.01  

#9002 - e-waste 
primarily metal 

material 
exchange 0.01 0.50 computers at 55.5 lbs 

each (LA Study) 0.01

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (0.50), which as a universal waste 
cannot be landfilled; and as such, cannot be 
included in generation tonnage.  As a result, 
Board staff deducted the tonnage associated 

with the monitors.  Due to rounding, there was no 
difference in the diversion tonnage when 

rounded to the nearest hundredth.
Subtotal -   0.01  0.01  

#2820 1761-Roofing, Siding 
and Sheet Metal Work wood pallets source 

reduction 0.68

wood pallet versus plastic 
(average 48" x 48" wood) at 
40 lbs each (USEPA) / 5 X 

170 pallets

3.40 The proposed tonnage was adjusted to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

#2820 1761-Roofing, Siding 
and Sheet Metal Work wood pallets source 

reduction 0.06 1 lbs per unit/5 X 600 units 0.30 The proposed tonnage was adjusted to reflect 
single reuse of these pallets.

Subtotal -   0.74  3.70  

#9005 4300-United States 
Postal Service-General

e-waste 
primarily metal 

material 
exchange 0.28 10 computers at 55.5 lbs each 

(LA Study) 0.13

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (10), which is a universal waste cannot 
be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 

generation tonnage.  As a result, Board staff 
deducted the tonnage associated with the 

monitors. 
Subtotal -   0.28  0.13  

#8761 5171-Petroleum bulk 
stations & terminals

e-waste 
primarily 
plastic 

material 
exchange 0.14 5 computers at 55.5 lbs each 

(LA Study) 0.06

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (5), which is a universal waste cannot 

be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 
generation tonnage.  As a result, Board staff 

deducted the tonnage associated with the 
monitors. 

Subtotal -   0.14  0.06  
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#11730 
0782-Lawn and 
Garden Services 

e-waste 
primarily 
plastic 

material 
exchange 

0.03 
1 computer at 55.5 lbs each 

(LA Study) 
0.01 

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (1), which is a universal waste cannot 

be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 
generation tonnage. As a result, Board staff 

deducted the tonnage associated with the 
monitors. 

Subtotal - 0.03 0.01 

NA Golf Course grass clippings 
source 

reduction 
0.00 

85 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 
per year (CIWMB) 

552.50 

After initial review of the study data, Board staff 
mentioned to the City staff that there did not 

appear to be any golf courses included. There 
were in fact two courses included in the study, 

but the City provided documentation of 
grasscycling activities at courses located in the 

City that were not originally included in the study, 
including this one. 

Subtotal - 0.00 552.50 

NA Golf Course grass clippings 
source 

reduction 
0.00 

19 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 
per year (CIWMB) 

123.50 Same as above. 

Subtotal - 0.00 123.50 

NA Golf Course grass clippings 
source 

reduction 
0.00 

25 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 
per year (CIWMB) 

162.50 Same as above. 

Subtotal - 0.00 162.50 

NA Chapel grass clippings 
source 

reduction 
0.00 

12 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 
per year (CIWMB) 

7800 

The City also provided documentation of 
grasscycling activities at other large turf areas 

located in the City that were not originally 
included in the study, including this one. 

Subtotal - 0.00 78.00 

NA Memorial Park grass clippings 
source 

reduction 
0.00 

25 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 
per year (CIWMB) 

162.50 Same as above. 

Subtotal - 0.00 162.50 

NA Cemetery grass clippings 
source 

reduction 
0.00 

3 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 
per year (CIWMB) 

19.50 Same as above. 

Subtotal - 0.00 19.50 

NA Non-profit grass clippings 
source 

reduction 
0.00 

8 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 
per year (CIWMB) 

52.00 Same as above. 

Subtotal - 0.00 52.00 
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#11730 0782-Lawn and 
Garden Services

e-waste 
primarily 
plastic 

material 
exchange 0.03 1 computer at 55.5 lbs each 

(LA Study) 0.01

This tonnage originally included computer 
monitors (1), which is a universal waste cannot 

be landfilled; and as such, cannot be included in 
generation tonnage.  As a result, Board staff 

deducted the tonnage associated with the 
monitors. 

Subtotal -   0.03  0.01  

NA Golf Course grass clippings source 
reduction 0.00 85 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 

per year (CIWMB) 552.50

After initial review of the study data, Board staff 
mentioned to the City staff that there did not 

appear to be any golf courses included.  There 
were in fact two courses included in the study, 

but the City provided documentation of 
grasscycling activities at courses located in the 

City that were not originally included in the study, 
including this one.

Subtotal -   0.00  552.50  

NA Golf Course grass clippings source 
reduction 0.00 19 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 

per year (CIWMB) 123.50 Same as above.

Subtotal -   0.00  123.50  

NA Golf Course grass clippings source 
reduction 0.00 25 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 

per year (CIWMB) 162.50 Same as above.

Subtotal -   0.00  162.50  

NA Chapel grass clippings source 
reduction 0.00 12 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 

per year (CIWMB) 78.00

The City also provided documentation of 
grasscycling activities at other large turf areas 

located in the City that were not originally 
included in the study, including this one.

Subtotal -   0.00  78.00  

NA Memorial Park grass clippings source 
reduction 0.00 25 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 

per year (CIWMB) 162.50 Same as above.

Subtotal -   0.00  162.50  

NA Cemetery grass clippings source 
reduction 0.00 3 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 

per year (CIWMB) 19.50 Same as above.

Subtotal -   0.00  19.50  

NA Non-profit grass clippings source 
reduction 0.00 8 acres at 6.5 tons per acre 

per year (CIWMB) 52.00 Same as above.

Subtotal -   0.00  52.00  
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NA Recycler 
cardboard and 

newspaper 
recycling 0.00 actual weights 3,091.00 

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company. Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons). 

Subtotal - 0.00 3,091.00 

#43, #441, #7020, 
#3075, #3837, 

#1608, #13458, 
#8846, #504, 

#12997, #8184, 
#3719, #5253, 

#12893, #17344, 
#9002 

Recycler scrap metals recycling 951.28 

55 gallon drums = 30 lbs 
each, 1 lbs per unit, 906 lbs 
per cubic yard (USEPA), 1 

cubic foot of steel trimmings = 
112.5 lbs (FEECO) 

0.00 

To avoid double-counting, the original study data 
only included scrap metal recycling data 

collected from a local scrap metal recycler and 
not the scrap metal recycling data collected at 

each generator. The scrap metal recycling data 
from the scrap metal recycler, however, cannot 
be included in the study because the restricted 
waste criteria were not met. As a result, Board 

staff added the scrap metal recycling data 
collected during the non-residential waste audits. 
The restricted waste criteria for these particular 

generators and activities were met. 

Subtotal - 951.28 0.00 

Grand Total - 
Businesses 

27,881.67 33,975.03 

Miscellaneous 
Chanaes (e.a.. 

Type of Change Material Type 
Tons 

Claimed in 
Study 

Revised Tons Reason for Change 

Buyback Centers 

aluminum, glass, 
PETE, HDPE, Vinyl, 

LDPE, PP, Bimetal and 
other 

1,347.00 

Dept. of Conservation, 
Division of Recycling report of 
2002 Aggregate Volumes for 

the City of Redding 

1,655.00 

Board staff changed (reduced) this tonnage to 
reflect the Dept. of Conservation's Division of 

Recycling (DOR) report of Aggregate Volumes 
for the City of Redding. Additionally, cardboard 

and newspaper recycling tonnage (464 tons) was 
obtained from one of these centers that is not 

tracked by DOR. 

15 

Board Meeting
August 16-17, 2005

Agenda Item 19
Attachment 3

Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings 

(tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

NA Recycler cardboard and 
newspaper recycling 0.00 actual weights 3,091.00

As a result of the verification visit, City staff were 
able to get an annual aggregate recycling 

tonnage report for 12 businesses served by a 
fiber recycling company.  Board staff have added 

this aggregate tonnage (3,091 tons). 

Subtotal -   0.00  3,091.00  

#43, #441, #7020, 
#3075, #3837, 

#1608, #13458, 
#8846, #504, 

#12997, #8184, 
#3719, #5253, 

#12893, #17344, 
#9002

Recycler scrap metals recycling 951.28

55 gallon drums = 30 lbs 
each, 1 lbs per unit, 906 lbs 
per cubic yard (USEPA), 1 

cubic foot of steel trimmings = 
112.5 lbs (FEECO) 

0.00

To avoid double-counting, the original study data 
only included scrap metal recycling data 

collected from a local scrap metal recycler and 
not the scrap metal recycling data collected at 

each generator.  The scrap metal recycling data 
from the scrap metal recycler, however, cannot 
be included in the study because the restricted 
waste criteria were not met.  As a result, Board 

staff added the scrap metal recycling data 
collected during the non-residential waste audits.  
The restricted waste criteria for these particular 

generators and activities were met.

Subtotal -   951.28  0.00  

Grand Total - 
Businesses  27,881.67 33,975.03

   
Miscellaneous 
Changes (e.g., 

Type of Change Material Type
Tons 

Claimed in 
Study

Revised Tons Reason for Change

Buyback Centers

aluminum, glass, 
PETE, HDPE, Vinyl, 

LDPE, PP, Bimetal and 
other

1,347.00

Dept. of Conservation, 
Division of Recycling report of 
2002 Aggregate Volumes for 

the City of Redding

1,655.00

Board staff changed (reduced) this tonnage to 
reflect the Dept. of Conservation's Division of 

Recycling (DOR) report of Aggregate Volumes 
for the City of Redding.  Additionally, cardboard 

and newspaper recycling tonnage (464 tons) was 
obtained from one of these centers that is not 

tracked by DOR.
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Business 
Audit/Survey 

Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

Drop-off Centers 

newspaper, OCC, 
glass, PET, HDPE, 
aluminum, scrap 
metal, tin cans 

1,499.00 

Annual tonnage report from 
the City of Redding -Sanitation 

Recycling Report for the 
period from 1/01/02 - 12/31/02 

and the Dept. of 
Conservation's Division of 
Recycling 2002 Aggregate 

Volumes for the City of 
Redding 

1,546.00 

Board staff consolidated the diversion tonnage 
for the City's two drop-off programs that were 

originally reported in the certification form 
separately. Specifically, 47 tons reported under 

"2010-RC-DRP Residential Drop-off were 
combined with the 1,499 tons reported under 

"Drop-off Centers" and reported as 1,546 tons 
under "Drop-off Centers" in the staff version of 

the certification form. 

"2010-RC-DRP 
Residential Drop- 

off' 

newspaper, OCC, 
glass, PET, HDPE, 
aluminum, scrap 
metal, tin cans 

47.00 

Dept. of Conservation, 
Division of Recycling report of 
2002 Aggregate Volumes for 

the City of Redding 

0.00 

The diversion tonnage for the two drop-off 
programs were originally reported separately. 

Board staff have consolidated the tonnage and 
listed under one program code instead of two. 

Specifically, 47 tons from this program was 
added to the 1499 listed under "Drop-off 

Centers." (see note above) 

Green waste drop- 
off 

loose green waste 984.00 

Transfer Station Log - City 
Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting 

documentation to new base- 
year study. 

773.00 

The tonnage originally reported include tonnage 
for materials processed by the City but 

generated outside of the City limits (e.g., 
unincorporated Shasta Co). Therefore, Board 
staff adjusted the tonnage for this program to 
reflect the tonnage generated and diverted by 

the City. 

"3010-CM-RSG - 
Self-Haul Green 

Waste 
green waste 2,006.00 

Transfer Station Log - City 
Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting 

documentation to new base- 
year study. 

1,822.00 

The tonnage originally reported include tonnage 
for materials processed by the City but 

generated outside of the City limits (e.g., 
unincorporated Shasta Co). Therefore, staff 

adjusted the tonnage for this program to reflect 
the tonnage generated and diverted by the City. 
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Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings 

(tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

Drop-off Centers

newspaper, OCC, 
glass, PET, HDPE, 
aluminum, scrap 
metal, tin cans

1,499.00

Annual tonnage report from 
the City of Redding -Sanitation 

Recycling Report for the 
period from 1/01/02 - 12/31/02 

and the Dept. of 
Conservation's Division of 
Recycling 2002 Aggregate 

Volumes for the City of 
Redding

1,546.00

Board staff consolidated the diversion tonnage 
for the City's two drop-off programs that were 

originally reported in the certification form 
separately.  Specifically, 47 tons reported under 

"2010-RC-DRP Residential Drop-off" were 
combined with the 1,499 tons reported under 
"Drop-off Centers" and reported as 1,546 tons 
under "Drop-off Centers" in the staff version of 

the certification form.

"2010-RC-DRP 
Residential Drop-

off"

newspaper, OCC, 
glass, PET, HDPE, 
aluminum, scrap 
metal, tin cans

47.00

Dept. of Conservation, 
Division of Recycling report of 
2002 Aggregate Volumes for 

the City of Redding

0.00

The diversion tonnage for the two drop-off 
programs were originally reported separately.  

Board staff have consolidated the tonnage and 
listed under one program code instead of two.  

Specifically, 47 tons from this program was 
added to the 1499 listed under "Drop-off 

Centers." (see note above)

Green waste drop-
off loose green waste 984.00

Transfer Station Log - City 
Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting 

documentation to new base-
year study.

773.00

The tonnage originally reported include tonnage 
for materials processed by the City but 

generated outside of the City limits (e.g., 
unincorporated Shasta Co).  Therefore, Board 
staff adjusted the tonnage for this program to 
reflect the tonnage generated and diverted by 

the City.

"3010-CM-RSG - 
Self-Haul Green 

Waste 
green waste 2,006.00

Transfer Station Log - City 
Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting 

documentation to new base-
year study.

1,822.00

The tonnage originally reported include tonnage 
for materials processed by the City but 

generated outside of the City limits (e.g., 
unincorporated Shasta Co).  Therefore, staff 

adjusted the tonnage for this program to reflect 
the tonnage generated and diverted by the City.  
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Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

"1000-SR-XRG 
Grasscycling and 
On-site Mulching 

Government" 

grassclippings 2,789.00 6.5 tons per acre per year 1,293.50 

Board staff consolidated the grasscycling 
tonnage reported for three different programs 

(city parks (169 acres), CalTrans (260 acres) and 
local schools (20 acres)) under one program 

code, "Grasscycling." With respect to the 
grasscycling tonnage for CalTrans, Board staff 
verified that the median and other grassy areas 

are grasscycled. This activity, however, only 
occurs twice a year. Therefore, the conversion 
factor was adjusted to reflect this this proportion 
(i.e., 260 acres x 6.5 tons per acre per year x 

2/52), reducing the reported tonnage from 1,690 
to 65 tons. 

Rendering grease, fat and bones 428.00 
Tonnage data provided by 

renderer 
1,015.63 

The original study data only included diversion 
tonnage for collected kitchen grease. Board staff 

added the diversion tonnage provided by the 
renderer for fat and bones. 

"4020-SP-TRS - 
Tires" 

tires 47.00 

Transfer Station Log - City 
Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting 

documentation to new base- 
year study. 

0.00 
Board staff deducted this tonnage as it 

represents tire derived fuel/incineration; and as 
such, cannot be included in the generation total. 

"4060-SP-CAR - 
Concrete/Asphalt/ 

Rubble - Gov." 

concrete and asphalt 
(City street resurfacing 

recycling program) 
734.00 145 pounds per cubic foot 840.50 

In an effort to ensure representativeness, Board 
staff adjusted the tonnage reported for 2002 to 

reflect average tonnage over 2-year period. 
Additionally, this tonnage was moved to 

"Construction and Demolition." The diversion 
estimate is based on field measurements taken 

from the bid tab for each project. 
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Number 

Business Type Material Type Program 
Activity

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings 

(tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

"1000-SR-XRG 
Grasscycling and 
On-site Mulching 

Government"

grassclippings 2,789.00 6.5 tons per acre per year 1,293.50

Board staff consolidated the grasscycling 
tonnage reported for three different programs 

(city parks (169 acres), CalTrans (260 acres) and 
local schools (20 acres)) under one program 

code, "Grasscycling."  With respect to the 
grasscycling tonnage for CalTrans, Board staff 
verified that the median and other grassy areas 

are grasscycled.  This activity, however, only 
occurs twice a year.  Therefore, the conversion 
factor was adjusted to reflect this this proportion 
(i.e., 260 acres x  6.5 tons per acre per year x 

2/52), reducing the reported tonnage from 1,690 
to 65 tons.

Rendering grease, fat and bones 428.00 Tonnage data provided by 
renderer 1,015.63

The original study data only included diversion 
tonnage for collected kitchen grease. Board staff 

added the diversion tonnage provided by the 
renderer for fat and bones. 

"4020-SP-TRS - 
Tires" tires 47.00

Transfer Station Log - City 
Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting 

documentation to new base-
year study.

0.00
Board staff deducted this tonnage as it 

represents tire derived fuel/incineration; and as 
such, cannot be included in the generation total.

"4060-SP-CAR - 
Concrete/Asphalt/

Rubble - Gov."

concrete and asphalt 
(City street resurfacing 

recycling program)
734.00  145 pounds per cubic foot 840.50

In an effort to ensure representativeness, Board 
staff adjusted the tonnage reported for 2002 to 

reflect average tonnage over 2-year period.  
Additionally, this tonnage was moved to 

"Construction and Demolition." The diversion 
estimate is based on field measurements taken 

from the bid tab for each project.
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Reference 
Number 

Business Type Material Type 
Program 
Activity 

NBY Study 
Claim (tons) 

Conversion Factor 
Verification 

Findings 
(tons) 

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study) 

"8010-TR- 
Biomass" 

scrap 
wood/greenwaste 

5,748.00 Actual weight 0.00 

Since biomass cannot be included in the base- 
year generation, Board staff deducted this 

tonnage. The diversion rate will be calculated 
using biomass tonnage separately from the 

determination of the new base-year generation 
tonnage. 

Sludge sludge 4,118.00 

City of Redding and City of 
Anderson Biosolids Land 

Application Post-Application 
Reports 

4,614.00 
In an effort to ensure representativeness, Board 
staff adjusted this tonnage (dry weight) to reflect 

an average over a 3-year period. 

NA State Agency inert materials recycling 2,100.00 Agency contact estimate 0.00 
Board staff could not verify the tonnages for this 

diversion activity. Therefore, Board staff 
deducted the diversion tonnage. 

NA Recycler scrap metals recycling 8,463.95 business contact estimate 0.00 

Board staff verified the diversion activity. This 
program, however, did not meet the restricted 

 
waste criteria. As a result, the tonnage for this 

business was deducted. 

Construction & 
Demolition 

asphalt and concrete 34,205.00 

2800 pounds per cubic yard 
(Caterpillar Performance 
Handbook Edition 32) for 
beneficial reuse at landfill, 

actual tonnage for beneficial 
reuse at W. Central landfill 

and 145 pounds per cubic foot 
for road resurfacing 

37,857.05 

This tonnage represents data reported for the 
beneficial reuse at the closed Benton Landfill 

(9345.50 tons), beneficial reuse at the W. 
Central Landfill (379.70 tons), the City's road 

resurfacing projects (840.50 tons) and three local 
excavators/recyclers (10120.62, 6668.07 and 

10502.66 tons). 

Landfill Salvage cardboard and wood 1.00 

Transfer Station Log - City 
Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting 

documentation to new base- 
year study. 

21.00 

Board staff combined the tonnage reported 
under "3070-Other Composting - Transfer 
Station wood to compost with the 1 ton of 
cardboard salvage at the transfer station. 

Grand Total - 
Miscellaneous 

64,516.95 51,437.68 

Additional 
information: 

Disposal Tonnage Disposal 92,471.00 92,482.00 
Board staff adjusted the disposal tonnage to 
match that reported in the Board's Disposal 

Reporting System. 
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NBY Study 
Claim (tons) Conversion Factor

Verification 
Findings 

(tons)

Verification Findings Comments and Site 
Visit Methodology (if different from 

conversion factor in the study)

"8010-TR-
Biomass"

scrap 
wood/greenwaste 5,748.00 Actual weight 0.00

Since biomass cannot be included in the base-
year generation, Board staff deducted this 

tonnage.  The diversion rate will be calculated 
using biomass tonnage separately from the 

determination of the new base-year generation 
tonnage.

Sludge sludge 4,118.00

City of Redding and City of 
Anderson Biosolids Land 

Application Post-Application 
Reports

4,614.00
In an effort to ensure representativeness, Board 
staff adjusted this tonnage (dry weight) to reflect 

an average over a 3-year period.

NA State Agency inert materials recycling 2,100.00 Agency contact estimate 0.00
Board staff could not verify the tonnages for this 

diversion activity.  Therefore, Board staff 
deducted the diversion tonnage.

NA Recycler scrap metals recycling 8,463.95 business contact estimate 0.00

Board staff verified the diversion activity.  This 
program, however, did not meet the restricted 
waste criteria.  As a result, the tonnage for this 

business was deducted.

Construction & 
Demolition asphalt and concrete 34,205.00

2800 pounds per cubic yard 
(Caterpillar Performance 
Handbook Edition 32) for 
beneficial reuse at landfill, 

actual tonnage for beneficial 
reuse at W. Central landfill 

and 145 pounds per cubic foot 
for road resurfacing

37,857.05

This tonnage represents data reported for the 
beneficial reuse at the closed Benton Landfill 

(9345.50 tons), beneficial reuse at the W. 
Central Landfill (379.70 tons), the City's road 

resurfacing projects (840.50 tons) and three local 
excavators/recyclers (10120.62, 6668.07 and 

10502.66 tons).

Landfill Salvage cardboard and wood 1.00

Transfer Station Log - City 
Fiscal Year 2002/2003, 
provided as supporting 

documentation to new base-
year study.

21.00

Board staff combined the tonnage reported 
under "3070-Other Composting - Transfer 
Station wood to compost with the 1 ton of 
cardboard salvage at the transfer station.

Grand Total - 
Miscellaneous  64,516.95  51,437.68  

Additional 
information:

Disposal Tonnage Disposal 92,471.00 92,482.00
Board staff adjusted the disposal tonnage to 
match that reported in the Board's Disposal 

Reporting System.
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-210 

Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2002 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge 
Diversion Credit, For The City Of Redding, Shasta County 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 41031 (Cities) and 41331 (Counties) requires that 
information submitted by a jurisdiction on the quantities of solid waste it has generated, diverted 
and disposed, shall include data as accurate as possible to enable the Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) to accurately measure the jurisdiction's achievement of the 
diversion requirement pursuant to PRC Section 41780; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Redding (City) submitted documentation requesting to change its base 
year to 2002, which it claims is as accurate as possible; and 

WHEREAS, a portion of the diversion tonnage originally claimed by the City has been modified 
as a result of staff verification, and is reflected in the staff-revised certification; and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent 
diversion credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a 
public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that 
section are met; and 

WHEREAS, the City has claimed 1 percent of biomass diversion credit for 2002, and has 
submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC Section 
41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit, and 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41781.1 and Title 14 California Code of Regulations Section 18775.2 
allow the Board to grant diversion credit for sludge to a qualifying jurisdiction for application 
toward the waste diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780, providing that certain specified 
requirements are met; and 

WHEREAS, the Board received a Petition for Diversion Credit for Sludge Diversion (Petition) 
from the City; and 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the Petition and consultations with the required Agencies, 
Board staff found that all of the Petition requirements have been satisfied; and 

(over) 
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Resolution 2005-210 
Consideration Of A Request To Change The Base Year To 2002 For The Previously Approved 
Source Reduction And Recycling Element; And Consideration Of The Petition For Sludge 
Diversion Credit, For The City Of Redding, Shasta County 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Sections 41031 (Cities) and 41331 (Counties) requires that 
information submitted by a jurisdiction on the quantities of solid waste it has generated, diverted 
and disposed, shall include data as accurate as possible to enable the Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) to accurately measure the jurisdiction’s achievement of the 
diversion requirement pursuant to PRC Section 41780; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Redding (City) submitted documentation requesting to change its base 
year to 2002, which it claims is as accurate as possible; and 
 
WHEREAS, a portion of the diversion tonnage originally claimed by the City has been modified 
as a result of staff verification, and is reflected in the staff-revised certification; and 
 
WHEREAS,  PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent 
diversion credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a 
public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that 
section are met; and 
 
WHEREAS,  the City has claimed 1 percent of biomass diversion credit for 2002, and has 
submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC Section 
41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit, and 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Section 41781.1 and Title 14 California Code of Regulations Section 18775.2 
allow the Board to grant diversion credit for sludge to a qualifying jurisdiction for application 
toward the waste diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780, providing that certain specified 
requirements are met; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board received a Petition for Diversion Credit for Sludge Diversion (Petition) 
from the City; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the Petition and consultations with the required Agencies, 
Board staff found that all of the Petition requirements have been satisfied; and 
 
 
 

(over) 
 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the base-year 
change to 2002 with the staff-recommended changes as noted in this item for the City of 
Redding, and concurs with Board staff's determination that the City has met the conditions for 
claiming biomass diversion credit for 2002; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board, as required by PRC 
Section 41781.1, hereby makes a finding at this public meeting that the City's sludge has been 
adequately analyzed and the material's reuse as described did not pose a threat to public health or 
the environment, and that the Board therefore approves the City's Petition for sludge diversion 
credit be applied toward the diversion requirements of PRC Section 41780. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 20 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Woodland, 
Yolo County 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Woodland (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB)1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing the source reduction, recycling and composting programs 
selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to 
implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement. The City currently has a 49 percent diversion rate for 2001, 43 percent for 
2002, and 44 percent for 2003. The City is requesting to extend the due date for 
achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005. Staffs analysis of the City's 
Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City's waste stream. In 
addition, this jurisdiction is also claiming up to 10 percent diversion from biomass. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on November 9, 2004 
on the basis of the City's "good faith effort". The Board also approved the City's request 
for a new base year for the year 2000 at the April 23, 2003, Board Meeting. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Woodland, 
Yolo County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Woodland (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB)1066 Time Extension request 
for meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the 
City has been implementing the source reduction, recycling and composting programs 
selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to 
implement the proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion 
requirement.  The City currently has a 49 percent diversion rate for 2001, 43 percent for 
2002, and 44 percent for 2003.  The City is requesting to extend the due date for 
achieving 50 percent diversion through December 31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s 
Plan of Correction indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream.  In 
addition, this jurisdiction is also claiming up to 10 percent diversion from biomass.   
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on November 9, 2004 
on the basis of the City’s “good faith effort”.  The Board also approved the City’s request 
for a new base year for the year 2000 at the April 23, 2003, Board Meeting. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise 
its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 3: approve the City's application as 
submitted but also make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall speck its 
reasons for the disapproval." 

The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information below. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 3:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted but also make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

2000 54 49 43 44 10.56 51,600 80% 20% 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End Date Program Review 

Site Visit by 
Board Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 
Increase 

12/31/05 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report 

6.75 % 

City's geographic location: The City is located in California's 
Yolo County, Woodland is located 20 miles northwest 
Interstate 5 and State Route 113. 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 

Central Valley. The county seat of 
of Sacramento at the intersection of 

meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 
additional time is necessary for meeting the 

the request; 
to expand or newly implement in the 

SB1066 Time Extension application); 
to be expanded or newly proposed are 
by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 

must include a Plan of Correction that: 
the time extension expires; 
programs the City will expand; 
be achieved; 

expanded programs. 

the above requirements. Board staff has also 
current program implementation, including 

staff's understanding of the relevant 
to the need for an extension, Board staff 

of Correction to be reasonable. The 
explained in the attachment matrix 

Attachment 1 provides an 
• The barriers faced by 

the jurisdiction's explanation 
diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the 
• Diversion programs the 

Plan of Correction (Section 
• Staffs analysis of whether 

appropriate, given the 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 

overview of the following: 
the jurisdiction to 

as to why 

reasonableness of 
jurisdiction is proposing 

IV-A of the 
the programs 

barriers confronted 

extension request 
50 percent before 

and recycling 
50 percent will 

for new and/or 

Correction meets 
of the jurisdiction's 

Based on Board 
that contributed 

proposed new Plan 
staff's analyses are 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 time 
a. demonstrates meeting 
b. includes source reduction 
c. identifies the date when 
d. identifies funding necessary 

The jurisdiction's Plan of 
conducted an assessment 
a program review site visit. 
circumstances in the jurisdiction 
believes the jurisdiction's 
jurisdiction's request and 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 
 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day  
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

2000   54         49    43       44     10.56   51,600      80%      20% 
 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End Date   Program Review 

Site Visit by 
Board Staff 

             Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 
Increase 

 12/31/05        2005  Interim Report 
Final Report 

               6.75 % 

 
City’s geographic location: The City is located in California's Central Valley. The county seat of 
Yolo County, Woodland is located 20 miles northwest of Sacramento at the intersection of 
Interstate 5 and State Route 113.   

 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes source reduction and recycling programs the City will expand; 
     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 

 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-20 
August 16-17, 2005 

In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in 
identifying model policies and programs 
size, geography, and demographic mix. 
extension is required to include a summary 
Correction in each annual report that 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends 
status report, as well as a final report 

Biomass Diversion Credit Claim: 

Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
meeting the diversion requirements, such as 

implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 

of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 

the City be required to submit an interim 
at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

credit claim for 10,111 tons of material sent to two 
tons to Rio Bravo Biomass and 4,175.01 tons to 

PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to 
through biomass conversion if the Board 

upon substantial evidence in the record, that certain 
identifies those conditions, and how the City has 

The City included a biomass diversion 
different biomass facilities (5,936.28 
Woodland Biomass). Starting in 2000, 
include not more than 10 percent diversion 
determines at a public hearing, based 
conditions are met. The table below 
met them. 

Biomass Diversion Credit for the City of Woodland 
Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1. Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 
transformation in the same reporting year 

1. The City's new base year generation study did not include 
information regarding transformation activity or tonnage. 

2. Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively 
implement all feasible source reduction, recycling, 
and composting measures. 

2. The City is adequately implementing diversion programs, as 
shown in Attachment 1. 

3. The material sent to a biomass facility was 
normally disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC 
Section 41781). 

3. The material sent by the City to the biomass facilities 
mentioned above in 2003 was normally disposed by the City as 
indicated in its SRRE. 

4. The biomass facility exclusively processes 
biomass (defined in PRC Section 40106). 

4. The biomass facilities listed above do not process any 
material not specified in statute, which includes agricultural 
crop residues; bark, lawn, yard and garden clippings; leaves, 
silviculture residue, tree and brush pruning; wood, wood chips, 
and wood waste; or non-recyclable pulp or non-recyclable paper 
materials. 

5. The biomass facility is in compliance with all 
applicable air quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5. The biomass facilities listed above met all applicable air 
quality laws, rules, and regulations as shown in documentation 
from their respective Air Pollution Control Districts. 

6. The ash or other residue from the facility is 
regularly tested to determine if it is hazardous 
waste; and, if it is determined to be hazardous, the 
ash or other residue is sent to a Class I hazardous 
waste disposal facility. 

6. The ash was tested regularly tested and was determined not 
to be hazardous. 

Approving the City's 2003 biomass 
rate increase of 10 percent (from 
biomass facilities listed above meet 
Board staff recommends the Board 

diversion claim of 10,111 tons results in a diversion 
34 percent to 44 percent). Because the City and the 

the criteria for claiming biomass diversion credit, 
approve the City's biomass diversion claim for 

2003. 
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In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

  
Biomass Diversion Credit Claim: 
The City included a biomass diversion credit claim for 10,111 tons of material sent to two 
different biomass facilities (5,936.28  tons to Rio Bravo Biomass and 4,175.01 tons to 
Woodland Biomass).  Starting in 2000, PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to 
include not more than 10 percent diversion through biomass conversion if the Board 
determines at a public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that certain 
conditions are met.  The table below identifies those conditions, and how the City has 
met them. 

 
Biomass Diversion Credit for the City of Woodland 

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1.  Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 
transformation in the same reporting year 

1.  The City’s new base year generation study did not include 
information regarding transformation activity or tonnage. 

2.  Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively 
implement all feasible source reduction, recycling, 
and composting measures.  

2.  The City is adequately implementing diversion programs, as 
shown in Attachment 1. 

3.  The material sent to a biomass facility was 
normally disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC 
Section 41781). 

3.  The material sent by the City to the biomass facilities 
mentioned above in 2003 was normally disposed by the City as 
indicated in its SRRE. 

4.  The biomass facility exclusively processes 
biomass (defined in PRC Section 40106). 

4.  The biomass facilities listed above do not process any 
material not specified in statute, which includes agricultural 
crop residues; bark, lawn, yard and garden clippings; leaves, 
silviculture residue, tree and brush pruning; wood, wood chips, 
and wood waste; or non-recyclable pulp or non-recyclable paper 
materials. 

5.  The biomass facility is in compliance with all 
applicable air quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5.  The biomass facilities listed above met all applicable air 
quality laws, rules, and regulations as shown in documentation 
from their respective Air Pollution Control Districts. 

6.  The ash or other residue from the facility is 
regularly tested to determine if it is hazardous 
waste; and, if it is determined to be hazardous, the 
ash or other residue is sent to a Class I hazardous 
waste disposal facility. 

6.  The ash was tested regularly tested and was determined not 
to be hazardous. 

 
Approving the City’s 2003 biomass diversion claim of 10,111 tons results in a diversion 
rate increase of 10 percent (from 34 percent to 44 percent).  Because the City and the 
biomass facilities listed above meet the criteria for claiming biomass diversion credit, 
Board staff recommends the Board approve the City’s biomass diversion claim for 
2003. 
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3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 3. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City's 
first SB1066 time extension application. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F.  Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
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3.  Findings
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 3.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date 
and its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement 
as outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City’s 
first SB1066 time extension application.   
 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
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VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

B. Legal 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Woodland 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

53.0 38.8 1.1 0.7 3.6 0.2 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Woodland 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

44,449 52,035 11.9 

A. Program 

C. Administrative 

* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The City uses 
other print media, as well as TV and movie theater ads to promote 
program options for residential and non-residential diversion 
the hauler has hired a recycling education coordinator to disseminate 
all sectors of the community. 

• Project Benefits. Expansion of the existing, and implementation 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the City's 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. City of Woodland's First Time Extension Matrix 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Woodland 
3. Program Listing for the City of Woodland 
4. Resolution Number 2005-211 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
Staff: Kyle Pogue Phone: (916) 

Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 
Staff: NA Phone: NA 

representative, 
community 

there 

various 
of 
addition, 

to 

additional 
rates. 

(D) 
reduce 

to 

reduction 
with 

by 
they meet 

information 

brochures, and 
the host 

programs. In 

of the 
diversion 

local jurisdictions' 
strategy 

programs and 
City's efforts 

source 
to work 

diversion mandates) 
to ensure 

341- 6246 
341- 6080 
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G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Woodland 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

53.0 38.8 1.1 0.7 3.6 0.2 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Woodland 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

44,449 52,035 11.9 
* Per household 
 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, there 

are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the community 
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City uses brochures, and various 

other print media, as well as TV and movie theater ads to promote the host of 
program options for residential and non-residential diversion programs.  In addition, 
the hauler has hired a recycling education coordinator to disseminate information to 
all sectors of the community.   

•  Project Benefits.  Expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. City of Woodland’s First Time Extension Matrix  
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Woodland 
3. Program Listing for the City of Woodland 
4. Resolution Number 2005-211 

 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Kyle Pogue                            Phone:  (916) 341- 6246 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341- 6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 
City of Woodland. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item 
publication. 

was submitted for 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
City of Woodland.  

 
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Woodland's First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Program: 

• The City operated a "two cube" curbside recycling 
program for the source separation of newspaper and 
beverage containers. This program was constrained 
by the small volume capacity of the "cubes" and the 
limited material types accepted, as well as the need 
for residents to sort materials and carry these 
containers to the curb. 

• The new curbside program transitioned to an 
automated 65 gallon commingled recycling toter 
that is serviced every week. Materials accepted 
through this program include all paper types, 
catologs, phone books, cardboard and all beverage 
container types. Although this program has more 
acceptable material types and more user-friendly 
toters, it still suffers from user confusion and other 
growing pains that need to be continuously 
addressed through outreach and promotional 
activities. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs additional time to fully develop this 

program through education and outreach. The 
amount and quality of the recyclable material 
collected will improve as the program matures. It is 
anticipated that the participation rate will increase 
over time. 

Residential Program: 

• Staff concurs that the implementation, fine tuning 
and maturation of the commingled curbside 
program will increase diversion due to the ease of 
participation and the wide array of materials 
accepted. 

• The transition to a commingled curbside recycling 
program does take a lot of education and outreach to 
ensure clean material flow and a strong participation 
rate. Additional time is warranted to allow for the 
full development of this program that should yield 
increase diversion tonnage. 

Barriers in Commercial Programs: 

• The City's original commercial recycling program 
provided cardboard and paper service but was 
utilized by a small number of businesses. 
Additionally, the outreach efforts to enlist additional 
businesses were limited due to a lack of staffmg. 

• The new commercial recycling program is 
commingled and accepts all the material types that 
the residential recycling program accepts. The 
service for large commercial businesses is through 
large recycling dumpsters (3 and 4 cubic yard bins) 
that are serviced at various, as-needed intervals. 
Smaller businesses now have access to a 65 gallon 
commingled recycling program similar to the 
residential recycling program. 

Commercial Program: 

• Staff feels that this transition in the commercial 
recycling program should yield significant diversion 
from this sector. The commercial sector in 
Woodland generates approximately 80% of the 
waste each year and, therefore, represents a huge 
challenge, and opportunity, for recovery and 
recycling. 

• The ease of participation in this recycling program 
should also help increase participation. Additional 
time is needed for the Recycling and Education 
Coordinator to approach businesses within the City 
to start the program as well as to solve any specific 
challenges and provide information and continuing 
guidance. 
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City of Woodland’s First Time Extension Application Matrix 

 
 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Residential Program: 
 
• The City operated a “two cube” curbside recycling 

program for the source separation of newspaper and 
beverage containers.  This program was constrained 
by the small volume capacity of the “cubes” and the 
limited material types accepted, as well as the need 
for residents to sort materials and carry these 
containers to the curb.   

 
• The new curbside program transitioned to an 

automated 65 gallon commingled recycling toter 
that is serviced every week.  Materials accepted 
through this program include all paper types, 
catologs, phone books, cardboard and all beverage 
container types.  Although this program has more 
acceptable material types and more user-friendly 
toters, it still suffers from user confusion and other 
growing pains that need to be continuously 
addressed through outreach and promotional 
activities.     

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs additional time to fully develop this 

program through education and outreach.  The 
amount and quality of the recyclable material 
collected will improve as the program matures.  It is 
anticipated that the participation rate will increase 
over time.   

Residential Program: 
 
• Staff concurs that the implementation, fine tuning 

and maturation of the commingled curbside 
program will increase diversion due to the ease of 
participation and the wide array of materials 
accepted.   

 
• The transition to a commingled curbside recycling 

program does take a lot of education and outreach to 
ensure clean material flow and a strong participation 
rate.   Additional time is warranted to allow for the 
full development of this program that should yield 
increase diversion tonnage.    

 

Barriers in Commercial Programs: 
 
• The City’s original commercial recycling program 

provided cardboard and paper service but was 
utilized by a small number of businesses.  
Additionally, the outreach efforts to enlist additional 
businesses were limited due to a lack of staffing.      

 
• The new commercial recycling program is 

commingled and accepts all the material types that 
the residential recycling program accepts.  The 
service for large commercial businesses is through 
large recycling dumpsters (3 and 4 cubic yard bins) 
that are serviced at various, as-needed intervals.  
Smaller businesses now have access to a 65 gallon 
commingled recycling program similar to the 
residential recycling program.      

 
 

Commercial Program: 
 
• Staff feels that this transition in the commercial 

recycling program should yield significant diversion 
from this sector.  The commercial sector in 
Woodland generates approximately 80% of the 
waste each year and, therefore, represents a huge 
challenge, and opportunity, for recovery and 
recycling.    

 
• The ease of participation in this recycling program 

should also help increase participation.  Additional 
time is needed for the Recycling and Education 
Coordinator to approach businesses within the City 
to start the program as well as to solve any specific 
challenges and provide information and continuing 
guidance.     
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Reasons for First Time Extension: 

• The Recycling and Education Coordinator from the 
waste service provider needs time to expand the 
program and reach out to approximately 1000 
businesses to improve participation in this program. 
Additional outreach and problem-solving should 
help with both the quantity and quality of the 
materials collected. 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition Recycling: 

• The City is addressing the C&D wastestream by 
requiring the one remaining, planned development, 
as a "condition of approval" for contractors, to 

• Adoption of a C&D recycling ordinance, 
accompanied by enforcement and education 
components, will ensure that this wastestream is 

divert at least 50% of the material generated. The addressed in the future. It is commendable for the 
City will also adopt a C&D Ordinance that will City to require diversion from the last approved 
address future construction and demolition projects development, but future projects must have this 
and the materials they generate. requirement as well. 

• Infrastructure to accommodate this diversion 
requirement is available to C&D generators. 

• Board staff is available to assist the City in 
developing an ordinance that will address the C&D 
wastestream into the future. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 

• Additional time is needed to fully develop and adopt • More time is warranted for the City to develop a 
a C&D ordinance with the limited staffmg that the construction and demolition ordinance. Board staff 
City currently has available. Also, the City will be is available to work with City staff to develop an 
working on an ordinance that is consistent with 
ordinances from other jurisdictions in the region so 
that C&D generators can more easily comply. 

ordinance that addresses this waste stream. 
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Reasons for First Time Extension:  
 
• The Recycling and Education Coordinator from the 

waste service provider needs time to expand the 
program and reach out to approximately 1000 
businesses to improve participation in this program.  
Additional outreach and problem-solving should 
help with both the quantity and quality of the 
materials collected.   

Barriers in Construction and Demolition Recycling: 
 
• The City is addressing the C&D wastestream by 
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as a “condition of approval” for contractors, to 
divert at least 50% of the material generated.  The 
City will also adopt a C&D Ordinance that will 
address future construction and demolition projects 
and the materials they generate.    

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Reasons for First Time Extension:  
 
• Additional time is needed to fully develop and adopt 

a C&D ordinance with the limited staffing that the 
City currently has available.  Also, the City will be 
working on an ordinance that is consistent with 
ordinances from other jurisdictions in the region so 
that C&D generators can more easily comply.     

 
 
• Adoption of a C&D recycling ordinance, 

accompanied by enforcement and education 
components, will ensure that this wastestream is 
addressed in the future.  It is commendable for the 
City to require diversion from the last approved 
development, but future projects must have this 
requirement as well.   

 
• Infrastructure to accommodate this diversion 

requirement is available to C&D generators.   
 
• Board staff is available to assist the City in 

developing an ordinance that will address the C&D 
wastestream into the future.   

 
 
 
• More time is warranted for the City to develop a 

construction and demolition ordinance.  Board staff 
is available to work with City staff to develop an 
ordinance that addresses this waste stream.   
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Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000 Curbside 

All single family homes are currently provided with a 
65 gallon automated trash and recycling container that 
is serviced once a week. This program diverts all 
mixed paper, catalogs, newspaper, cardboard and 
beverage containers. The City has been taking 
additional steps to increase outreach to the residential 
sector to increase participation rates and quality of 
materials accepted. 

This program is important as constant 
public education to the residents to 
participate in the program and to 
decrease contamination, is necessary so 
that the recovery of recyclable material 
will increase. 

1% 

2030 Commercial Recycling 

There is now a commingled recycling program where 
businesses may choose the size of container needed to 
handle all the same material types accepted through 
the residential recycling program. The City and the 
waste hauler will take additional steps in outreach to 
the commercial sector. The Recycling and Outreach 
Coordinator for the waste hauler has conducted 
several mailings and calling campaigns to businesses 
to get businsesses recycling. When this program 
started in early 2004, approximately 15% of 
businesses were recycling cardboard and paper. With 
the implementation of the outreach efforts 
approximately 35-40% of businesses are recycling and 
program expansion efforts are ongoing. 

The efforts of the waste hauler's 
Recycling Education Coordinator and the 
City Conservation Coordinator have led 
to a significant increase in program 
participation. This program is attractive 
to businesses because recycling service is 
provided at approximately 18% the cost 
of waste service. Many businesses are 
saving hundreds of dollars through this 
recycling program. 

3% 

2050 School Recycling 

The City and the waste hauler will continue outreach 
to the school district. Currently all schools in the 
school district have a commingled recycling program 
similar to the business recycling program. 

Continued focus on this program is 
necessary to increase and then sustain 
proper participation. The dynamic 
school environment needs ongoing 
support to ensure that new students and 
staff understand the recycling system. 
Additionally, good school recycling 
programs can help increase participation 
in residential and commercial recycling 
programs through information transfer to 
adults. 

0.5% 

2060-Government Recycling 

The City, through its contract waste service provider, 
has implemented a commingled recycling program at 
City and County government offices. Materials 
accepted through this commingled program include 
mixed paper, office paper, catalogs, phone books, 
cardboard and beverage containers. This program is 
an expansion from the original program that offered 
paper and cardboard service only. 

This transition should yield increased 
diversion with the expansion of 
additional material types and increased 
ease of participation. 

0.25% 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 
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1% 
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businesses may choose the size of container needed to 
handle all the same material types accepted through 
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waste hauler will take additional steps in outreach to 
the commercial sector.  The Recycling and Outreach 
Coordinator for the waste hauler has conducted 
several mailings and calling campaigns to businesses 
to get businsesses recycling.  When this program 
started in early 2004, approximately 15% of 
businesses were recycling cardboard and paper.  With 
the implementation of the outreach efforts 
approximately 35-40% of businesses are recycling and 
program expansion efforts are ongoing. 

 
 
The efforts of the waste hauler’s 
Recycling Education Coordinator and the 
City Conservation Coordinator have led 
to a significant increase in program 
participation.  This program is attractive 
to businesses because recycling service is 
provided at approximately 18% the cost 
of waste service.  Many businesses are 
saving hundreds of dollars through this 
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2050 School Recycling 
 
The City and the waste hauler will  continue outreach 
to the school district.  Currently all schools in the 
school district have a commingled recycling program 
similar to the business recycling program. 

 
 
Continued focus on this program is 
necessary to increase and then sustain 
proper participation.  The dynamic 
school environment needs ongoing 
support to ensure that new students and 
staff understand the recycling system.  
Additionally, good school recycling 
programs can help increase participation 
in residential and commercial recycling 
programs through information transfer to 
adults.    

 
0.5% 

2060-Government Recycling 
 
The City, through its contract waste service provider, 
has implemented a commingled recycling program at 
City and County government offices.  Materials 
accepted through this commingled program include 
mixed paper, office paper, catalogs, phone books, 
cardboard and beverage containers.  This program is 
an expansion from the original program that offered 
paper and cardboard service only.   

 
 
This transition should yield increased 
diversion with the expansion of 
additional material types and increased 
ease of participation.    

 
 
0.25% 
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3000 Residential Curbside Greenwaste 
3020 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste 

The City is currently evaluating a transition from on- 
street collection of residential green waste to a 
containerized system. This transition will allow 
commercial businesses to participate in this program 
as well. This transition is slated for January 2006 so 
there will not be an impact on the City's diversion rate 
until 2006. 

The inclusion of businesses in this 
program will allow for increased 
diversion of greenwaste. 

0% 

4060 C&D 
The City has required a new large planned 
development (approximately 4,000 homes) to divert 
construction waste as a condition of its building 
permit. This development will commence in July of 
2005. 

Staff agrees that this requirement will 
result in increased diversion, but feels the 
enforcement of this program needs to be 
strengthened. It is important to note that 
City staff is developing a C&D 
Recycling Ordinance by the end of 2005. 

2% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 6.75% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44.00% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.75% 

Support Programs 

5000 Electronic Education 
City staff is working to update their website to 
increase information regarding the recycling 
programs. Additionally, the City promotes programs 
through local TV and movie theatre advertisements. 

It is important for the City to continually educate residents 
and businesses regarding diversion program opportunities. 
Therefore, accurate information must be maintained on the 
City's website as programs are enhanced and modified. 

5010 Print Education 
The Recycling Education Coordinator has conducted 
several mailings to businesses that has helped 
increase participation in the commercial recycling 
program. Additionally, other brochures and print 
media are being used to promote the residential 
recycling and construction and demolition debris 
recycling programs. 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the City's 
programs. By educating businesses and the residential 
sector about the City's recycling program, the City will 
ensure that one of the necessary steps has been taken to 
implement this program that is intended to maximize 
participation. 

5020 Outreach 
The franchise waste hauler hired a Recycling 
Education Coordinator to promote the various 
programs to all the sectors of the community Much 

Outreach is a critical component to the success of the City's 
program implementation. Outreach will ensure that 
education materials are reaching all potential participants to 
maximize waste diversion. of the outreach has been targeted at increasing 

participation in the commercial recycling program. 

6010 Ordinance 
The City will pass a C&D ordinance. This ordinance 
will complement the requirement for new 
developments to divert at least 50% of the waste 
generated. 

This ordinance is needed to strengthen the current C&D 
program that the City is implementing. Passing a C&D 
ordinance to provide an enforcement mechanism is 
important to ensure diversion is occurring and continues in 
the future. 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 20 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 1 

3000 Residential Curbside Greenwaste 
3020 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste  
 
The City is currently evaluating a transition from on-
street collection of residential green waste to a 
containerized system.  This transition will allow 
commercial businesses to participate in this program 
as well.  This transition is slated for January 2006 so 
there will not be an impact on the City’s diversion rate 
until 2006.       

 
 
 
The inclusion of businesses in this 
program will allow for increased 
diversion of greenwaste.     

 
 
 
0% 

4060 C&D 
The City has required a new large planned 
development (approximately 4,000 homes) to divert 
construction waste as a condition of its building 
permit.  This development will commence in July of 
2005.      

 
Staff agrees that this requirement will 
result in increased diversion, but feels the 
enforcement of this program needs to be 
strengthened.  It is important to note that 
City staff is developing a C&D 
Recycling Ordinance by the end of 2005.   

 
2% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs   6.75% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44.00% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50.75% 

 
Support Programs  

5000 Electronic Education 
City staff  is working to update their website to 
increase information regarding the recycling 
programs.  Additionally, the City promotes programs 
through local TV and movie theatre advertisements.   

 
It is important for the City to continually educate residents 
and businesses regarding diversion program opportunities.  
Therefore, accurate information must be maintained on the 
City’s website as programs are enhanced and modified.    

5010 Print Education 
The Recycling Education Coordinator has conducted 
several mailings to businesses that has helped 
increase participation in the commercial recycling 
program.  Additionally, other brochures and print 
media are being used to promote the residential 
recycling and construction and demolition debris 
recycling programs.    

 
Education outreach is critical to the success of the City’s 
programs. By educating businesses and the residential 
sector about the City’s recycling program, the City will 
ensure that one of the necessary steps has been taken to 
implement this program that is intended to maximize 
participation. 

5020 Outreach 
The franchise waste hauler hired a Recycling 
Education Coordinator to promote the various 
programs to all the sectors of the community.  Much 
of the outreach has been targeted at increasing 
participation in the commercial recycling program.   
  

 
Outreach is a critical component to the success of the City’s 
program implementation. Outreach will ensure that 
education materials are reaching all potential participants to 
maximize waste diversion.   

6010 Ordinance 
The City will pass a C&D ordinance.  This ordinance 
will complement the requirement for new 
developments to divert at least 50% of the waste 
generated.     

  
This ordinance is needed to strengthen the current C&D 
program that the City is implementing.   Passing a C&D 
ordinance to provide an enforcement mechanism is 
important to ensure diversion is occurring and continues in 
the future.  
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (01A) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work 'with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please cal! (916! 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board. 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

Gencral Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, III-13. IV-B and V. 

- r 
Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

true and correct to the best of my knowle.doe 

Jurisdiction Name 

City of Woodland 

County 

Veto 

Coordinator 

Authorized Signature -I% — 
----Ak,  i 

Heidi Hopper
II  — — 

Title 

Conservation 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Heidi Hopper 

Date 

May 25. 2005 

Phone 

(530) 406-5109 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

FWdi Hopper 

Title 

Conservation Coordinator 

Phone 

153())4nr,-- jtill 
.... 

E-mail Address 

hhoppertacit-voNoodland,org 
...- 

.ii« 

Fax 

(530)666-1266 

— -- 
Marline Address 

City of Woodland Public Works, 
I Environmental Operations, 

300 First Street, 
_ .. 

City 

Woodland. 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

95695-3413 
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Section 11—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. • 

1. Eligibility .  
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

0 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

a Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2005 

Is this a second request? El No ❑ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years  _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested _ %, for the 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

Woodland has averaged an annual diversion rate of 44.625% since the 1995-96 reporting year. The city would like 
a 2005 extension to confirm it's anticipated diversion increase from new and/or expanded programs during 
2004 and 2005. 

The City, in conjunction with its waste service provider, has significantly enhanced the level of program 
implementation occuring within the City. Over the last several years, the reidential and commercial recycling 
programs have been expanded to provide increased diversion opportunities for this growing community. For 
example, the residential curbside recycling program has transitioned from a smaller volume bin structure 
system to a commingled program serviced every week that provides increased recycling capacity leading to 
increased diversion. The commercial recycling program has been expanded significantly to allow businesses 
to recycle commingled recyclables at no additional cost. The number of businesses serviced by this program is 
expanding on a continual basis due to increased promotion by City and waste provider recycling staff. 
Additionally, numerous other programs identified in the City's Source Reduction and Recycling Element 
(SRRE) have been implemented and are supporting significant diversion tonnages. The City is still working to 
expand existing diversion programs while adding a new endeavor to increase the diversion of construction and 
demolition materials. 

Several barriers may have contributed to the lagging diversion rate; insufficient staff to fully implement selected 
programs, lack of a solid commercial recycling program and the need to capture construction and demolition 
materials. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

Historically, the solid waste/recycling division had insufficient staff support. In the middle of 2001 the City hired a 
conservation coordinator for full program support and public education. More recently, this division has added 
additional staff time focused specifically on education and outreach efforts. The hauler also hired a full time 
recycling coordinator in latet 2003 to focus commercial and school recycling and other diversion efforts. This 
focus is important due to the fact that the City's commercial sector is reponsible for 80% of the waste 
generated. 

This team has focused over time on program enhancement and development. Additional time is necessary to 
expand current programs and to create additional programs as identified in the Plan of Correction. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith_gfforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The recycling coordinators in the early history of AB 939 set forth foundational recycling programs and public 
education to the best of their ability and to date have implemented all but two of the programs identified in the 
SRRE, as well as added new and/or expanded programs. With a wide area of responsibility given to the 
recycling/conservation coordinator position with the city we believe we are working at capacity and will continue to 
do so in order to comply with the mandates of AB939. Internal program review, research of similar size cities' 
succesful programs and an addition of a "1000 hours" temporary employee in the solid waste division for the city 
show our dedication to AB939 compliance. 
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. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

Woodland experienced a building growth during 2001/02/03 in the sector of town called the South East Area. 
Increased population and a lack of commercial programs during this time did not support an increase in 
diversion. The subsequent hiring of new and additional staff in conjunction with implementation of the expanded 
residential and commercial recycling programs should provide substantial increases to the City's diversion rate. 

Woodland currently has a draft C&D ordinance. We anticipate more time and attention to a city-wide full 
implementation of a C&D ordinance upon the approval of additional staff to assist in this endeavor. To address the 
new Spring Lake development, scheduled to begin building in July or August 2005, with a build out date of 2017, 
which will add an additional 4000 homes and aprox 10-12 thousand population, the city has built in a recycling 
component/requirement that is a "condition of approval" for contractors specifically in this development. The 
requirement states that the contractor will work with city staff and Waste Management to set up bins for recycling 
materials at the construction site and that city staff can inspect the site at will. The condition of approval is 
contingent upon their recycling component/requirement fullfillment. 

We are currently reporting to council a proposal to change removal of loose green waste in the street to a citywide 
automated containerized green waste system which includes a complete rate structure change to a "Pay As You 
Throw" program that promotes financial incentives for lessoning disposal. 

Woodland also participated in a joint grant application w/Yolo County to expand bi-monthly Household Hazardous 
Waste by building a permanent HHW facility at the Yolo Central Landfill. 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 1118-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome 

n/a 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

. ... 
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• 
Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 20 Non-residential % 80 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm  

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2000 expand 

Co-mingled residential curbside automated cart service 
expanded from a smaller volume manual (2 cubes) 
system collecting newspaper and bottles/cans only. The 
new curbside system now provides 65-gallon carts 
serviced weekly. Materials accepted includes all paper, 
catalogs, phone books, cardboard, all bottles and cans. 
This program began in late 2003 and went city-wide 
early in 2004. This program is anticipated to take full 
effect within one year of full roll-out. 

existing 
rates 

July 1, 2005 
and ongoing 

2030 expand 

Co-mingled commercial dumpster service expanded 
from paper & cardboard only. The new program accepts 
all paper, catalogs, phone books, cardboard, and all 
bottles & cans. Recycling dumpsters are on average 4 
cubic yard capacity and serviced twice a week . This 
program begin in late 2003 and was availabe city-wide 
in early 2004. Businesses are being added on a 
continual basis. Also special materials recycling and 
market identification support offered by hauler. 

existing 
rates 

July 1, 2005 
and ongoing 

2060 expand 

Co-mingled government office recycling (city & county 
offices) expanded from paper & cardboard only to the 
acceptance of all paper, catalogs, phone books, 
cardboard, and bottles/cans. Recycling dumpsters 
average 4 cubic yards and are service once or twice a 
week. This program began in late 2003 and was 
available to all government offices in early 2004. 

existing 
rates 

July 1, 2005 
and ongoing 

.25 

2050 expand 

Co-mingled recycling service provided to all schools 
within the City. The new program accepts all paper, 
catalogs, phone books, cardboard, and all bottles & 
cans. Recycling dumpsters are on average 4 cubic 
yard capacity and serviced once or twice a week . This 
program began in late 2003 and was availabe city-wide 
in early 2004. 

exsisting 
rates 

January 2005 
and ongoing 

.50 

3000 & 3020-. expand 
new 

& 

Transition residential green waste loose street pickup to 
citywide containerized green waste pickup. This 
transition will epand to new small commercial/business 
accounts located in the core downtown area. These 
small facilities will be able to participate in the new 
containerized green waste service program planned for 
roll-out in January 2006. 

new rates January 2007 
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4060 new 

The new Spring Lake development is scheduled to 
begin construction in July or August 2005 having a build 
out date of 2017, will add 4000 homes and 
approximately 10-12 thousand people. To address this 
development, the city has initiated a recycling 
component requirement that is a "condition of approval" 
for contractors. This requirement states that the 
contractor will work with city and waste hauler staff to 
recycle materials generated at the construction site. In 
addition, city staff can and will inspect the site at their 
discretion to determine compliance. Waste hauler staff 
will provide educational support materials for this 
program. 

Woodland currently has a draft C&D ordinance. We 
anticipate more time and attention to a city-wide full 
implementation of a C&D ordinance upon the approval 
of additional staff to assist in this endeavor. 

existing 
rates 

December 31, 
2005 and 
ongoing 

2 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
6.75% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 44% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.75% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5020 new Waste Managemen' -sired a new Recycling Coordinator whose 
focus is commercial nd school recycling assistance , education 
and outreach. The i: ay ncreased staff with a part-time "1000 
hours" employee to support and assist the solid waste division in 
education & outreach efforts. The City inceased staff will support 
outreach activities for all diversion programs including those listed 
in the Plan of Correction above. 

January 2004 for WM 
staff. City position 
began Sept 2004. 

5000 & 5010 new The new conservation coordinator created recycling information 
pages to the city website in 2002. It is currently being reviewed for 
updates and revisions to be made during late summer 2005. New 
educational brochures were created in 2003 and 2004, and will be 
updated as needed. Advertisement is also broadcast on a local  
cable TV channel and slides at the local movie theatre. 

August 2005 and 
ongoing 

6020 new The anticipated full implementation of an adopted city-wide C&D 
ordinance will ensure all C&D materials are reported. Until this 
time, the Spring Lake recycling component/requirement will 
capture the recycling of construction material in this specific 
development site. Unless the city adopts a new plan for expanded 
annexation, this is the last big development in Woodland. 

July 2007 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

n a 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

4.# 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Woodland July 1,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N NA PF Al AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 20 
August 16-17, 2005      Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Woodland July 1,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N NA PF AI AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Woodland July 1,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL N N NA PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3020-CM-COG N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO NI 7, 8 NI 7, 8 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N N NA AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Scrap Metal 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 20 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Woodland July 1,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL N N NA PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3020-CM-COG N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO NI 7, 8 NI 7, 8 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N N NA AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM N N 1994 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Scrap Metal 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Woodland July 1,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4050-SP-WDW N N NA AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC N N NA PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y NA NI 6 NI 6 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1990 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7030-FR-CMF N Y NA NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Composting Facility 

Status Code Legend 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 

Reason Code 
1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 

AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 

2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 

M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 20 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Woodland July 1,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4050-SP-WDW N N NA AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 5000-ED-ELC N N NA PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y NA NI 6 NI 6 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1990 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y NA NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 1 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Composting Facility 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Woodland July 1,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

7040-FR-ADC N N NA AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

8010-TR-BIO N N 1987 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Biomass 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-H H-CSC N N NA NA NA NA NA NA PF AO AO 
Curbside Collection 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 20 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Woodland July 1,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 7040-FR-ADC N N NA AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 8010-TR-BIO N N 1987 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Biomass 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N N NA NA NA NA NA NA PF AO AO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-211 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Woodland, 
Yolo County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Woodland (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent 
diversion credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a 
public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that 
section are met; and 

WHEREAS, this jurisdiction has claimed 10 percent biomass diversion credit for 2003, and has 
submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC Section 
41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
Woodland's SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement, and has met the conditions for claiming biomass diversion credit. 

(over) 

Page (2005-211) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-211 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Woodland, 
Yolo County 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

 
 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Woodland (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required;  
 
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
 
WHEREAS, PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent 
diversion credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a 
public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that 
section are met; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, this jurisdiction has claimed 10 percent biomass diversion credit for 2003, and has 
submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC Section 
41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit.   
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of 
Woodland’s SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement 
the programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion 
requirement, and has met the conditions for claiming biomass diversion credit. 
 
 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 
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AGENDA ITEM 21 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Davis, Yolo 
County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Davis (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB)1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 
50 percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction, recycling and composting programs selected in its 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the 
proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement. The City 
currently has a 53 percent diversion rate for 2001, 49 percent for 2002, and 43 percent for 
2003. The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion 
through December 31, 2005. Staff's analysis of the City's Plan of Correction indicates 
the plan is reasonable, given the City's waste stream. In addition, this jurisdiction is also 
claiming up to 10 percent diversion from biomass. Staff also recommends that the City 
will implement a Construction and Demolition Ordinance to address this increasing waste 
stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results, based on the City's 
"good faith efforts" to implement its SRRE, on August 17, 2004. The Board also 
approved the City's request for a new base year, for the year 2000, on March 18, 2003. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 2000 

diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement diversion 
programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the jurisdiction at 
the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs 
that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and continue the 
item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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August 16-17, 2005 
AGENDA ITEM 21 

ITEM 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Davis, Yolo 
County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Davis (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB)1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 
50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction, recycling and composting programs selected in its 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the 
proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement.  The City 
currently has a 53 percent diversion rate for 2001, 49 percent for 2002, and 43 percent for 
2003.  The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion 
through December 31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s Plan of Correction indicates 
the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream.  In addition, this jurisdiction is also 
claiming up to 10 percent diversion from biomass.   Staff also recommends that the City 
will implement a Construction and Demolition Ordinance to address this increasing waste 
stream. 

 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results, based on the City’s 
“good faith efforts” to implement its SRRE, on August 17, 2004.   The Board also 
approved the City’s request for a new base year, for the year 2000, on March 18, 2003. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 2000 

diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement diversion 
programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the jurisdiction at 
the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs 
that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and continue the 
item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 3: approve the City's application as 
submitted but also make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall speck its 
reasons for the disapproval." 

The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the diversion 
requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information below. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 3:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted but also make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the diversion 
requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

2000 ND 49% 53% 49% 43% 7.1 63,800 39% 61% 

City 
Davis live 

of 

and 
the 

in the 

also 

staff 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date 

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/05 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report 

7 % 

City's geographic 
situated in the Central 
within the Davis 
Yolo County. 

Staff Analysis of 

location: 

city limits, 
Valley 

The City is located in 
of northern California. 

the university is physically 

1066 Application: 

Yolo County and is a University oriented 
While many students who attend UC 

located in the unincorporated portion 

following: 
meeting the 50% diversion requirement, 
additional time is necessary for meeting 

the request; 
proposing to expand or newly implement 

SB1066 Time Extension application); 
to be expanded or newly proposed are 
by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 

must include a Plan of Correction that: 
the time extension expires; 

and composting programs the City will 
and/or new programs it will implement; 

be achieved; 
and/or expanded programs. 

the above requirements. Board staff has 
current program implementation, including 

staff's understanding of the relevant 
to the need for an extension, Board 

of Correction to be reasonable. The 

First SB 
Attachment 1 provides an 
• The barriers faced by the 

the jurisdiction's explanation 
diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the 
• Diversion programs the 

Plan of Correction (Section 
• Staffs analysis of whether 

appropriate, given the 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 

overview of the 
jurisdiction to 

as to why 

reasonableness of 
jurisdiction is 

IV-A of the 
the programs 

barriers confronted 

extension request 
50 percent before 

recycling, 
it will modify 
50 percent will 

for new 

Correction meets 
of the jurisdiction's 

Based on Board 
that contributed 

proposed new Plan 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 time 
a. demonstrates meeting 
b. includes source reduction, 

implement/existing programs 
c. identifies the date when 
d. identifies funding necessary 

The jurisdiction's Plan of 
conducted an assessment 
a program review site visit. 
circumstances in the jurisdiction 
believes the jurisdiction's 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day  
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

2000   ND       49%      53%    49%    43%    7.1     63,800     39%      61% 
 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date                    

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

             Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

    12/31/05          2005 Interim Report 
Final Report  

               7 % 

 
City’s geographic location: The City is located in Yolo County and is a University oriented City 
situated in the Central Valley of northern California. While many students who attend UC Davis live 
within the Davis city limits, the university is physically located in the unincorporated portion of 
Yolo County. 

 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

           b.  includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 
implement/existing programs it will modify and/or new programs it will implement; 
     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
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jurisdiction's request and staff's analyses 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in 
identifying model policies and programs 
size, geography, and demographic mix. 
extension is required to include a summary 
Correction in each annual report that 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends 
status report, as well as a final report 

Biomass Diversion Credit Claim: 

are explained in the attachment matrix 

Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
meeting the diversion requirements, such as 

implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 

of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 

the City be required to submit an interim 
at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

credit claim for 2,010 tons of material sent to two 
tons to Rio Bravo Biomass and 944.12 tons to 

PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to 
through biomass conversion if the Board 

upon substantial evidence in the record, that certain 
identifies those conditions, and how the City has 

The City included a biomass diversion 
different biomass facilities (1,066.07 
Woodland Biomass). Starting in 2000, 
include not more than 10 percent diversion 
determines at a public hearing, based 
conditions are met. The table below 
met them. 

Biomass Diversion Credit for the City of Davis 

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1. Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 
transformation in the same reporting year 

1. The City's new base year generation study did not include 
information regarding transformation activity or tonnage for 
2002. 

2. Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively 
implement all feasible source reduction, recycling, 
and composting measures. 

2. The City is adequately implementing diversion programs, as 
shown in Attachment 1. 

3. The material sent to a biomass facility was 
normally disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC 
Section 41781). 

3. The material sent by the City to the biomass facilities 
mentioned above in 2002 was normally disposed by the City as 
indicated in its SRRE. 

4. The biomass facility exclusively processes 
biomass (defined in PRC Section 40106). 

4. The biomass facilities listed above do not process any 
material not specified in statute, which includes agricultural 
crop residues; bark, lawn, yard and garden clippings; leaves, 
silviculture residue, tree and brush pruning; wood, wood chips, 
and wood waste; or non-recyclable pulp or non-recyclable paper 
materials. 

5. The biomass facility is in compliance with all 
applicable air quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5. The biomass facilities listed above met all applicable air 
quality laws, rules, and regulations as shown in documentation 
from their respective Air Pollution Control Districts. 

6. The ash or other residue from the facility is 
regularly tested to determine if it is hazardous 
waste; and, if it is determined to be hazardous, the 
ash or other residue is sent to a Class I hazardous 
waste disposal facility. 

6. The ash was tested regularly tested and was determined not 
to be hazardous. 

Approving the City's 2003 biomass 
rate increase of 3 percent (from 
biomass facilities listed above meet 
Board staff recommends the Board 

diversion claim of 2,010 tons results in a diversion 
40 percent to 43 percent). Because the City and the 

the criteria for claiming biomass diversion credit, 
approve the City's biomass diversion claim for 

2003. 
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jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 
 
Biomass Diversion Credit Claim: 
The City included a biomass diversion credit claim for 2,010 tons of material sent to two 
different biomass facilities (1,066.07 tons to Rio Bravo Biomass and 944.12 tons to 
Woodland Biomass).  Starting in 2000, PRC Section 41783.1 allows jurisdictions to 
include not more than 10 percent diversion through biomass conversion if the Board 
determines at a public hearing, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that certain 
conditions are met.  The table below identifies those conditions, and how the City has 
met them. 

 
Biomass Diversion Credit for the City of Davis 

Conditions for Counting Biomass Diversion How Conditions Were Met 
1.  Jurisdiction is not also claiming diversion from 
transformation in the same reporting year 

1.  The City’s new base year generation study did not include 
information regarding transformation activity or tonnage for 
2002. 

2.  Jurisdiction is, and will continue, to effectively 
implement all feasible source reduction, recycling, 
and composting measures.  

2.  The City is adequately implementing diversion programs, as 
shown in Attachment 1. 

3.  The material sent to a biomass facility was 
normally disposed by the jurisdiction (PRC 
Section 41781). 

3.  The material sent by the City to the biomass facilities 
mentioned above in 2002 was normally disposed by the City as 
indicated in its SRRE. 

4.  The biomass facility exclusively processes 
biomass (defined in PRC Section 40106). 

4.  The biomass facilities listed above do not process any 
material not specified in statute, which includes agricultural 
crop residues; bark, lawn, yard and garden clippings; leaves, 
silviculture residue, tree and brush pruning; wood, wood chips, 
and wood waste; or non-recyclable pulp or non-recyclable paper 
materials. 

5.  The biomass facility is in compliance with all 
applicable air quality laws, rules, and regulations. 

5.  The biomass facilities listed above met all applicable air 
quality laws, rules, and regulations as shown in documentation 
from their respective Air Pollution Control Districts. 

6.  The ash or other residue from the facility is 
regularly tested to determine if it is hazardous 
waste; and, if it is determined to be hazardous, the 
ash or other residue is sent to a Class I hazardous 
waste disposal facility. 

6.  The ash was tested regularly tested and was determined not 
to be hazardous. 

 
Approving the City’s 2003 biomass diversion claim of 2,010 tons results in a diversion 
rate increase of 3 percent (from 40 percent to 43 percent).  Because the City and the 
biomass facilities listed above meet the criteria for claiming biomass diversion credit, 
Board staff recommends the Board approve the City’s biomass diversion claim for 
2003. 
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3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date and 
its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement as 
outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City's first 
SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
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3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 2.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date and 
its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement as 
outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City’s first 
SB1066 time extension application.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
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VI.  

VII.  

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Davis 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

58.1 25.9 1.9 0.7 9.7 0.3 0.2 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Davis 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

42,454 59,523 24.5 

* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The City uses 
media to inform all sectors of the host of source reduction, recycling 
options available to them. The City will utilize are media options 
support the programs they have described in their time extension. 

• Project Benefits. Expansion of the existing, and implementation 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the City's 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. City of Davis' First Time Extension Matrix 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Davis 
3. Program Listing for the City of Davis 
4. Resolution Number 2005-213 

representative, 
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there 

of 
composting 

and 

rates. 

(D) 
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to 

reduction 
with 

by 
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of the additional 

a broad selection 
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G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Davis 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

58.1 25.9 1.9 0.7 9.7 0.3 0.2 

 
2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Davis 

Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

42,454 59,523 24.5 

* Per household 
 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, there 

are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the community.   
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City uses a broad selection of 

media to inform all sectors of the host of source reduction, recycling and composting 
options available to them.  The City will utilize are media options to inform and 
support the programs they have described in their time extension.  

• Project Benefits.  Expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs listed in Attachment 1 will help to increase the City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. City of Davis’ First Time Extension Matrix  
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Davis 
3. Program Listing for the City of Davis 
4. Resolution Number 2005-213 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Kyle Pogue Phone: (916) 341-6246 
B.  Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff: NA Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 
City of Davis 
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this 
publication. 

item was submitted for 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  Kyle Pogue                            Phone:  (916) 341-6246 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
City of Davis  
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Davis' First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial programs: 
• Although the City of Davis has had a commercial 

recycling program, including waste audits and 
program recommendations, as well as multi- 
material pick-up, for many years, they have been 
confronted with an unprecedented growth in the 
commercial sector. In addition, they are 
confronting a challenge in their multi-family/student 
housing [mostly apartments] in the form of 
materials left behind after "move-outs. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 

• The City is working with its waste hauler, 
commercial community and multi-family dwelling 
managers to deal with these challenges. The City 
will need time to continue its program of waste 
audits for commercial establishments, and work 
with its hauler to ensure the timely placement of 
collection containers and help the determine the 
types of materials available for recovery at each 
new office/facility. 

• The City will also utilize additional time to increase 
its contacts with multi-family housing unit 
managers to determine the best methods for 
recovery of materials left behind after "move-outs". 
In a university town, this is a significant and 
cyclical waste stream with a variety of material 
types to collect and recycle. 

Commercial Recycling: 
• With continued growth, materials from 

commercial establishments will be a major part 
of the City's waste stream. Expanding the 
waste audit and commercial collection program 
to new businesses is a viable endeavor for the 
City and the hauler to attack this waste stream. 
Staff supports the expansion of this program 
and the efforts of the two parties to enhance 
their approach through continued analysis of 
the materials available for collection and their 
methods of recovery. 

• Staff understands the unique challenges of 
improving the recovery of materials left behind 
after students and others move from multi-
family facilities. This waste stream is 
periodically significant and must be dealt with 
in relatively cramped quarters. In addition, the 
material types abandoned are varied and 
challenging. The City's endeavor to tap this 
source for recycling is as impressive as it is 
challenging. 

Barriers in Curbside program: 
• Until late 2004, the single family residents had 

unlimited garbage service, and were expected to 
supply their own containers/bags for garbage and 
similar containers for recyclables. This program set 
up was not optimal to encouraging recycling and 
provided no programmatic incentive to divert, 
therefore, the structure of the program was 
impeding increases recycling volumes. During the 
4fil  quarter of 2004, the City and its hauler 
implemented a fully automated pick-up system for 
garbage and recyclables. Standardized carts are 
now mandatory and provide a limit on garbage and 
a standard approach to containerizing recyclables. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs the additional time to fully roll-out 

the new program and to work with residents and the 
hauler on challenges with this program and the 

Curbside Recycling: 
• Staff recognizes that the previous program had 

significant flaws in terms of encouraging residents 
to recycle. With the combination of unlimited 
garbage and the onus of providing their own 
containers or bags, participants' incentive was 
adversely affected. Only the most ardent supporter 
of diversion would maximize their recycling efforts. 
The new system should prove to be a substantial 
improvement for the participants and the hauler, and 
act to encourage more diversion. 
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City of Davis’ First Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in Commercial programs: 
• Although the City of Davis has had a commercial 

recycling program, including waste audits and 
program recommendations, as well as multi-
material pick-up, for many years, they have been 
confronted with an unprecedented growth in the 
commercial sector.  In addition, they are 
confronting a challenge in their multi-family/student 
housing [mostly apartments] in the form of 
materials left behind after “move-outs. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
 
• The City is working with its waste hauler, 

commercial community and multi-family dwelling 
managers to deal with these challenges.  The City 
will need time to continue its program of waste 
audits for commercial establishments, and work 
with its hauler to ensure the timely placement of 
collection containers and help the determine the 
types of materials available for recovery at each 
new office/facility. 

• The City will also utilize additional time to increase 
its contacts with multi-family housing unit 
managers to determine the best methods for 
recovery of materials left behind after “move-outs”.  
In a university town, this is a significant and 
cyclical waste stream with a variety of material 
types to collect and recycle. 

Commercial Recycling: 
• With continued growth, materials from 

commercial establishments will be a major part 
of the City’s waste stream.  Expanding the 
waste audit and commercial collection program 
to new businesses is a viable endeavor for the 
City and the hauler to attack this waste stream.  
Staff supports the expansion of this program 
and the efforts of the two parties to enhance 
their approach through continued analysis of 
the materials available for collection and their 
methods of recovery.  

 
 

• Staff understands the unique challenges of 
improving the recovery of materials left behind 
after students and others move from multi-
family facilities.  This waste stream is 
periodically significant and must be dealt with 
in relatively cramped quarters.  In addition, the 
material types abandoned are varied and 
challenging.  The City’s endeavor to tap this 
source for recycling is as impressive as it is 
challenging. 

 

Barriers in Curbside program: 
• Until late 2004, the single family residents had 

unlimited garbage service, and were expected to 
supply their own containers/bags for garbage and 
similar containers for recyclables.  This program set 
up was not optimal to encouraging recycling and 
provided no programmatic incentive to divert, 
therefore, the structure of the program was 
impeding increases recycling volumes.  During the 
4th quarter of 2004, the City and its hauler 
implemented a fully automated pick-up system for 
garbage and recyclables.  Standardized carts are 
now mandatory and provide a limit on garbage and 
a standard approach to containerizing recyclables.    

  
 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs the additional time to fully roll-out 

the new program and to work with residents and the 
hauler on challenges with this program and the 

Curbside Recycling: 
• Staff recognizes that the previous program had 

significant flaws in terms of encouraging residents 
to recycle.  With the combination of unlimited 
garbage and the onus of providing their own 
containers or bags, participants’ incentive was 
adversely affected.  Only the most ardent supporter 
of diversion would maximize their recycling efforts.  
The new system should prove to be a substantial 
improvement for the participants and the hauler, and 
act to encourage more diversion.   
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outreach and promotion necessary to ensure its 
success and its positive impact on diversion 
increase. 

• More time is also needed to and also to monitor the 
effectiveness of the new program and make any 
adjustments necessary. 

Barriers in School Recycling and Composting: School Recycling and Composting Program: 
• The RISE (Recycling Is Simply Elementary) • This program has demonstrated some impressive 

program is a relatively new program developed with results, and in total, the data from the elementary 
the support and assistance of the Davis Joint Unified schools indicates a 50% reduction in garbage. In 
School District, the City public works department, 
the hauler, and an independent consultant group. It 

addition, the spin-off benefits from school staff and 
student involvement are significant. The City plays 

was established early on in the elementary schools a significant role in this program and additional time 
and is now being expanded into junior high schools. to expand and improve this program has Board staff 
The barriers here are the time and energy necessary 
and available to expand and mature this program. 

support. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City, in conjunction with its partners in this 

endeavor, needs additional time to implement this 
program in schools currently without it by 
developing site recycling coordinators to assist the 
students in recycling drink and beverage containers 
and paper, and separating food waste for 
composting. 

• Additional time is needed to monitor the 
effectiveness of these efforts and to adjust the 
programs as they mature and new students become 
involved. 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition program: Staff analysis of construction and demolition 
program barriers: 

• The City currently has, as a condition of • This agreement lacks an enforcement mechanism 
receiving a permit, a recycling agreement that to ensure participation. Additionally, the requirement 
must be signed by the permittee. This 
agreement specifies that a recycling/reuse 

does not specify a diversion percentage requirement. 

program must be established and that copies of • The City is experiencing an increase in residential 
the recycling, reuse, and landfill dipsosal and commercial development and elevated disposal 
weight slips and reports be submitted to the that is an end-product of that growth. The City needs 
Public Works Department. to enhance its efforts to divert this growing waste 

stream. 

• Staff recommends that the City of Davis staff 
prepare a C&D ordinance, with enforceable recycling 
standards and present it to the City Council no later 
than December 31, 2005. 

Other reasons for First time extension: Other programs: 
General Diversion Program Monitoring • Staff agrees that by establishing, maturing and 
• In addition to the specific programs listed above, the monitoring the expanded programs, the City will 

City is working with the hauler to assess the impact also determine needs for future efforts. The plan to 
of current established and expanded programs to analyze the waste and recycling streams, and look 
determine the best methods for the future to manage for trends in volume and materials types should 
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outreach and promotion necessary to ensure its 
success and its positive impact on diversion 
increase.  

• More time is also needed to and also to monitor the 
effectiveness of the new program and make any 
adjustments necessary.  

 
Barriers in School Recycling and Composting: 
• The RISE (Recycling Is Simply Elementary) 

program is a relatively new program developed with 
the support and assistance of the Davis Joint Unified 
School District, the City public works department,  
the hauler, and an independent consultant group.  It 
was established early on in the elementary schools 
and is now being expanded into junior high schools.  
The barriers here are the time and energy necessary 
and available to expand and mature this program. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City, in conjunction with its partners in this 

endeavor, needs additional time to implement this 
program in schools currently without it by 
developing site recycling coordinators to assist the 
students in recycling drink and beverage containers 
and paper, and separating food waste for 
composting. 

•  Additional time is needed to monitor the 
effectiveness of these efforts and to adjust the 
programs as they mature and new students become 
involved.  

 

School Recycling and Composting Program: 
• This program has demonstrated some impressive 

results, and in total, the data from the elementary 
schools indicates a 50% reduction in garbage.  In 
addition, the spin-off benefits from school staff and 
student involvement are significant.  The City plays 
a significant role in this program and additional time 
to expand and improve this program has Board staff 
support. 

 
 

Barriers in Construction and Demolition program: 
 
 

• The City currently has, as a condition of 
receiving a permit, a recycling agreement that 
must be signed by the permittee.  This 
agreement specifies that a recycling/reuse 
program must be established and that copies of 
the recycling, reuse, and landfill dipsosal 
weight slips and reports be submitted to the 
Public Works Department.   

 

 

Staff analysis of construction and demolition 
program barriers: 
 
• This agreement lacks an enforcement mechanism 
to ensure participation.  Additionally, the requirement 
does not specify a diversion percentage requirement.  
  
• The City is experiencing an increase in residential 
and commercial development and elevated disposal 
that is an end-product of that growth.  The City needs 
to enhance its efforts to divert this growing waste 
stream.            

 
• Staff recommends that the City of Davis staff 
prepare a C&D ordinance, with enforceable recycling 
standards and present it to the City Council no later 
than December 31, 2005. 

Other reasons for First time extension: 
General Diversion Program Monitoring 
• In addition to the specific programs listed above, the 

City is working with the hauler to assess the impact 
of current established and expanded programs to 
determine the best methods for the future to manage 

Other programs: 
• Staff agrees that by establishing, maturing and 

monitoring the expanded programs, the City will 
also determine needs for future efforts.  The plan to 
analyze the waste and recycling streams, and look 
for trends in volume and materials types should 
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diversion programs in the midst of huge growth in 
the residential and commercial sectors. 

prove very helpful to future program adjustment and 
development. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside 
The City is expanding its residential curbside program 
by providing standard containers in lieu of residents 
supplying their own containers, boxes and bags. The 
standard toters are mandatory and eliminate unlimited 
garbage pick-up and provide a split recycling 
container. 
The City has also targeted multi-family dwellings to 
determine the best methods for waste reduction and 
recycling from debris from "move-outs". 

This program is important because it 
replaces a resident supplied motley 
collection of cans, boxes and bags with 
standard equipment. This provides 
consistency and convenience for the 
residents, and enables the hauler to work 
much more efficiently in an automated 
environment and the efforts capture 
"move-out" materials is particularly 
important in a town hosting a major 
university 

5.5% 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-site Pickup 
The City offers on-site audits and assessments to 
commercial establishments to determine the materials 
to be recycled and works with the hauler to ensure 
appropriate containers and pickup. 

By adding these commercial efforts to 
the City's plan of correction, staff agrees 
that this will offer the City additional 
diversion opportunities. The commercial 
audits are essential to matching their 
needs with the opportunities for 
recycling. 

1.0% 

2050-RC-SCH & 3050-CM-SCH School Recycling 
and Composting 
The City works with the school district and on-site 
staff, teachers and students to develop and maintain 
recycling and composting programs. The students, 
with adult help and supervision, recycle drink and 
beverage containers, and paper, and compost food 
waste. 

Staff agrees that the continuation and 
expansion of this program will help 
increase the City's diversion, as well as 
provide enriched experience and training 
for its younger citizens. 

0.5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 7.0 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 43.0% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50.0% 

Support Programs Staff's Analysis Ili 

5000-ED-ELC Electronic 
Provide updated information on the website, as well 
as specific updates in the City's recycling guide, and 
updates in recycling news, events and other solid 
waste updates. 

Staff agrees that the City's has a significant number of 
options in this arena including the City's website, the 
school district's website, local PSAs, broadcast and cable 
coverage, dedicated videos, and advertising, and these 
provide good coverage and complete information for all 
residential and non-residential program participants. 
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diversion programs in the midst of huge growth in 
the residential and commercial sectors.   

prove very helpful to future program adjustment and 
development.   

 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

2000-RC-CRB  Residential Curbside 
The City is expanding its residential curbside program 
by providing standard containers in lieu of residents 
supplying their own containers, boxes and bags.  The 
standard toters are mandatory and eliminate unlimited 
garbage pick-up and provide a split recycling 
container.   
The City has also targeted multi-family dwellings to 
determine the best methods for waste reduction and 
recycling from debris from “move-outs”. 
 

This program is important because it 
replaces a resident supplied motley 
collection of cans, boxes and bags with 
standard equipment.  This provides 
consistency and convenience for the 
residents, and enables the hauler to work 
much more efficiently in an automated 
environment and the efforts capture 
“move-out” materials is particularly 
important in a town hosting a major 
university 

5.5% 

2030-RC-OSP  Commercial On-site Pickup 
The City offers on-site audits and assessments to 
commercial establishments to determine the materials 
to be recycled and works with the hauler to ensure 
appropriate containers and pickup.   

By adding these commercial efforts to 
the City’s plan of correction, staff agrees 
that this will offer the City additional 
diversion opportunities.  The commercial 
audits are essential to matching their 
needs with the opportunities for 
recycling.  

1.0% 

2050-RC-SCH & 3050-CM-SCH  School Recycling 
and Composting 
The City works with the school district and on-site 
staff, teachers and students to develop and maintain 
recycling and composting programs.  The students, 
with adult help and supervision, recycle drink and 
beverage containers, and paper, and compost food 
waste. 
 

Staff agrees that the continuation and 
expansion of this program will help 
increase the City’s diversion, as well as 
provide enriched experience and training 
for its younger citizens. 

0.5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs   7.0 % 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 43.0% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50.0% 

 
Support Programs Staff’s Analysis 

5000-ED-ELC  Electronic 
Provide updated information on the website, as well 
as specific updates in the City’s recycling guide, and 
updates in recycling news, events and other solid 
waste updates. 

 
Staff agrees that the City’s has a significant number of 
options in this arena including the City’s website, the 
school district’s website, local PSAs, broadcast and cable 
coverage, dedicated videos, and advertising, and these 
provide good coverage and complete information for all 
residential and non-residential program participants.   
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5010-ED-PRN Print 
The City will use a host of print approaches to inform Staff agrees that the host of print materials listed in the 
residents and businesses of diversion program SB1066 application, as well as other promotional 
updates and changes including: a recycling guide, and information items the City uses will be sufficient to provide 
numerous articles, columns, photos, and feature detailed information on the expansion and changes to the 
stories in newspapers. In addition, display ads are 
used to promote recycling programs and special 
recycling events. 

programs listed herein. 

5020-ED-Out Outreach Education outreach is critical to the success of the City's 
Hiring a fulltime conservation coordinator to provide programs. By educating businesses and the residential 
for expanded outreach and education. This staff will sector about the City's recycling program the City will 
be involved in a host of activities covering the full ensure that one of the necessary steps has been taken to 
variety of diversion programs available to residents, 
businesses and schools. 

implement these programs and maximize their diversion 
potential. 
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5010-ED-PRN  Print 
The City will use a host of print approaches to inform 
residents and businesses of diversion program 
updates and changes including: a recycling guide, and 
numerous articles, columns, photos, and feature 
stories in newspapers.  In addition, display ads are 
used to promote recycling programs and special 
recycling events. 

 
Staff agrees that the host of print materials listed in the 
SB1066 application, as well as other promotional 
information items the City uses will be sufficient to provide 
detailed information on the expansion and changes to the 
programs listed herein. 

5020-ED-Out  Outreach 
Hiring a fulltime conservation coordinator to provide 
for expanded outreach and education.  This staff will 
be involved in a host of activities covering the full 
variety of diversion programs available to residents, 
businesses and schools. 

Education outreach is critical to the success of the City’s 
programs. By educating businesses and the residential 
sector about the City’s recycling program the City will 
ensure that one of the necessary steps has been taken to 
implement these programs and maximize their diversion 
potential. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) 
sheet and return it to your Office 
information requested by OLA 
you to prepare for your appearance 
341-6199 to be connected to your 

Mail completed documents lo: 

California Integrated 
Office of Local Assistance, 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete 

For an Alternative Diversion 

• " 
Section I: Jurisdiction Information 
All filSpOildOtii3 roust Con' Ipiek) thi$ 

l-- 

or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 

staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 

OLA representative, 

Waste Management Board 
(MS 25) — 

Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

and Certification 
.5cclion. 

I certify under pcnally of perjury 
and that I 0111 authorized to make 

.. . 
Jurisdiction Nrirric 

City of Davis 
• -- - — 

— 

that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 
this certification on behalf of: 

— 
County 

YolO 

Ault InC--0 Sigroliirc! 

( (I e7)  (- ----( )/ ... L.-- i"-  — -( c.- 
... 

'' 
. . 

Title 

Operations Administrator 

Typu/Print Nt.irrio of Person Siuning 

Sue Cedostzd 

Date 

ff 
6/23/2005 

Phone 

(530)757-56E3 

Person Completing This Pon (please 

filnhard Tsai 

. 
Phone 

(5:30)757-5680 

Mailtry Address 

1717 Fifth Stro'il 

print or type) 

. 

Title 

Sr. Utility Resource Specialist 

Email AtJdresS 

itsf4,1cityoftlaviL.org  

Fax 

(530)75H.4738 

City 

Davis 

State 

CA 

ZIP Coda 

95015 
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Section — .. 

This 

II—Cover Sheet  
_ _______.... .. ..... 

Requirement 
cover sheet is to he completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 

(ADR) requested. 

_ ......_ 
1.  

2.  

Eiigibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nendispos-al Facility Element with the Board (must have been riled by July 1, 1998 if you ore 
requesting an ADR)? 

0 No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR.  

EI Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired, 

Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested 2004, and 2005 _,2003, 

Is this a second request? D No • Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

D Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional AgencieS). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? D No Li Yes Specific ADR requested % for the __ 
years ._ „.___ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstance:, but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., II1A-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

Single Family Residential curbside (about 13,000 housing units) collection has been unlimited garbage in the past. 
Residents were allowed to use their own containers and/or trash bags for garbage, optional bins and/or paper 
bags for recyclables. Garbage and recyclables were collected weekly and continues to be on a weekly 
schedule. 

During the 4th  quarter of 2004, Davis Waste Removal and the City of Davis implemented a fully automated pick-up 
system for curbside garbage and recycling. Containers were provided to all curbside customers. Carts for both 
garbage (95 gal default) and recycling (64 gal split cart) became mandatory. We believe the new system will 
increase diversion rates for 2 reasons: 1. unlimited garbage are restricted to the size of the carts and 2_ 
recycling is made easier with the new carts. 

Because of the new size of the carts, residents need to make a conscience decision about their purchasing habits 
and waste minimalization. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

Time Extension is requested to allow for the evaluation of the new curbside garbage and recycling collection 
program. 

Selected sampling of garbage & recyclables are being conducted. 

Data collected by Davis Waste Removal is being evaluated. 

The City of Davis is experiencing unprecedented growth in both the commercial and residential sectors. The 
current waste stream is not indicative of "normal" waste character. Seasonal "spikes" in disposal tonnages 
have been observed. Time Extension is requested to allow for characterizaion of trends or pin-point anomalies_ 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in, its SRRE. 
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The change from unlimited curbside garbage to a cart system requires all garbage to fit inside the carts, urging 
people to save space by placing recyclables inside the recycling cart. Purchasing habits may also be altered to buy 
products with less packaging. 

The recycling carts make it easier to recycle by providing every single residence with a container. Cart on wheels 
vs. the previously hand carried bins makes it easier to bring materials to the curb. 

In the commercial sector, waste audits are conducted -- City provides outreach and brochures to assist in business 
waste reduction. Apartment managers are contacted to discuss waste reduction and recycling during move-outs. 

The City of Davis Public Works Department works with the Planning and Building Department on the review of C&D 
permits. Outline of recycling plan of C&D waste is required in the permitting process. 

The City of Davis has a procurement policy in its city code which requires emphasis on purchasing of materials with 
recycled content. The City also requires contractors and consultants of the City to follow such policy. 

Source reduction, composting, recycling in the Davis Joint Unified School District have expanded from 9 
elementary schools to including 3 Jr. High Schools. Data from 2004 have shown 50% reduction in garbage from 
the 9 elementary schools. 

Public Works staff works with the Davis RISE program that places site recycling coordinators at each school, to 
help students recycle during breakfast and lunch. The students sort their waste into plastics, cans, glass, and paper 
before heading to the playground for recess. Students also sort their food waste - fruits and vegetables into a 
compost bucket, other food waste into the trash. 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

As with any new program or change to a program, time is necessary to assess its effectiveness. From Davis 
Waste Removal's initial research and experience, the new cart system should yield favorable results. The City of 
Davis is confident that our goals will be met. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC 
description of the actions the jurisdiction 
Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 

Residential % 39 Non-residential % 
1 

61 

PROGRAM  TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2000 - Residential 
Curbside 

Expand 

Beginning 4" quarter 2004, residential curbside 
expanded to provide a split-recycling cart for recycling 
and eliminated unlimited garbage pick-up. This program 
change will affect appoximately 13,000 residences. 

rates 12/31/2005 5.5% 

2030 - Commercial On-site 
Pickup 

Expand 

Businesses are provided recycling containers to collect 
vairous materials such as waste paper, OCC, and drink 
and beverage containers. Staff perform commercial 
waste audits as part of the outreach program. 
Apartment managers are contacted to discuss methods 
for waste reduction and recycling during "move-outs". 

rates 12/31/2005 1.0% 

2050 & 3050 - School 
Recycling and Compost 
Programs 

Expand 

Public Works staff works with the Davis RISE [schools] 
to expand recycling and composting programs in area 
schools. The focus of this endeavor is to involve 
students in sorting plastics, cans, glass and paper for 
recycling, and to separate food wastes for composting. 

city 12/31/2005 0.5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
7% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 43% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

5020 - Public Education - 
Outreach 

Expand Hiring of a full time conservation coordinator to provide for 
expanded outreach and education. This staff will be involved in a 
host of activities covering the full variety of diversion programs 
available to the residential and non-residential sectors, and the 
schools programs. 

4/2005 and ongoing 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., 111B-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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- Electronic Expand Provide updated information on the website, as well as specific 
updates to the recycling guide, and updates in recycling news, 
events and other solid waste updates. 

12/31/2005 
ongoing 

and 

5010 - Print Expand The City has a host of print approaches to informing residents and 
businesses of diversion program updates and changes including: 
an extensive recycling guide sent to all addresses biannually, or to 
new residences and others upon request; and numerous articles, 
columns, photos and feature stories in the newspaper. This outlet 
also runs display adds to promote various recycling programs and 
special recycling efforts. 

Ongoing 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

__... 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Board Meeting
August 16-17, 2005

Agenda Item 21
Attachment 2

LStraw
Rectangle



Board Meeting Agenda Item 21 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 2 

Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Davis July 5,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1040-SR-SCH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
School Source Reduction Programs 

1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1974 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1970 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 21 
August 16-17, 2005       Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Davis July 5,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N N 1992 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1040-SR-SCH N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 School Source Reduction Programs 

 1050-SR-GOV Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1974 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1970 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
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callen
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callen
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callen
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Davis July 5,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2080-RC-SPE N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3020-CM-COG N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

3030-CM-CSG N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA PF SI SO 
Food Waste Composting 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 21 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Davis July 5,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 2050-RC-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2080-RC-SPE N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3020-CM-COG N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial On-Site Greenwaste Pick-up 

 3030-CM-CSG N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA PF SI SO 
 Food Waste Composting 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
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callen
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callen
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Davis July 5,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998 1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

3050-CM-SCH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
School Composting Programs 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1974 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 21 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 3 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Davis July 5,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 3050-CM-SCH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 School Composting Programs 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT Y Y 1974 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Davis July 5,2005 

Pre 1995  1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6010-PI-EIN N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7030-FR-CMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

7040-FR-ADC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Alternative Daily Cover 

7050-FR-OTH N Y NA NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 NI 6, 99 NI 6, 99 NI 6, 99 
Other Facility Recovery 

8010-TR-BIO Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Biomass 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = 
or 

Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting       Agenda Item 21 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Davis July 5,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 6010-PI-EIN N N 1990 AO AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD N Y NA NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 7 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 MRF 

 7030-FR-CMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 7040-FR-ADC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Alternative Daily Cover 

 7050-FR-OTH N Y NA NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 NI 6 NI 6, 99 NI 6, 99 NI 6, 99 
 Other Facility Recovery 

 8010-TR-BIO Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Biomass 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Davis July 5,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-213 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Davis, Yolo 
County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Davis (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; and 

WHEREAS, the Board staff recommends the City implement a construction and demolition 
ordinance, in addition to the selected programs in the application; 

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent diversion 
credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a public hearing, 
based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that section are met; and 

WHEREAS, this jurisdiction has claimed 10 percent or less of biomass diversion credit for 
2003, and has submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC 
Section 41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Davis' 
SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the 
programs identified in the Plan of Correction as well as including a construction and demolition 
ordinance in addition to the selected programs in the application and to meet the 50 percent 
diversion requirement and has met the conditions for claiming biomass diversion credit 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-213 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Davis, Yolo 
County 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Davis (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required;  
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Board staff recommends the City implement a construction and demolition 
ordinance, in addition to the selected programs in the application;  
 
WHEREAS, PRC Section 41783.1 allows a jurisdiction to claim no more than 10 percent diversion 
credit for materials sent to a biomass conversion facility if the Board determines at a public hearing, 
based upon substantial evidence in the record, that all of the conditions in that section are met; and 
 
WHEREAS, this jurisdiction has claimed 10 percent or less of biomass diversion credit for 
2003, and has submitted documentation demonstrating it has met the conditions specified in PRC 
Section 41783.1 for claiming that biomass diversion credit. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Davis’ 
SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the 
programs identified in the Plan of Correction as well as including a construction and demolition 
ordinance in addition to the selected programs in the application and to meet the 50 percent 
diversion requirement and has met the conditions for claiming biomass diversion credit 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  

 
(over) 



CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 22 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Sanger, 
Fresno County 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Sanger has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 50 
percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction, recycling, composting programs selected in its 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the 
proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement. The City 
currently has a 58 percent diversion rate for 2001, 53 percent for 2002, and 43 percent for 
2003. The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion 
through December 31, 2005. Staff's analysis of the City's Plan of Correction indicates 
the plan is reasonable, given the City's waste stream. Board staff also recommends, and 
the City concurs, that there is a need for procurement policy, which will be added to the 
City's Plan of Correction. 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on July 13-14, 2004. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to 

the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes 
the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful 
and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to 
revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence 
the process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Sanger, 
Fresno County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Sanger has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting the 50 
percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction, recycling, composting programs selected in its 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the 
proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement.  The City 
currently has a 58 percent diversion rate for 2001, 53 percent for 2002, and 43 percent for 
2003.  The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent diversion 
through December 31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s Plan of Correction indicates 
the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream.  Board staff also recommends, and 
the City concurs, that there is a need for procurement policy, which will be added to the 
City’s Plan of Correction. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on July 13-14, 2004.  
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to 

the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to 
implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the 
jurisdiction at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes 
the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful 
and continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to 
revise its application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to 
revise and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence 
the process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 3: approve the City's application as 
submitted but also make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval." 

The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 3: approve the City’s application as 
submitted but also make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any request 
for an extension. 
(3)  If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify its 
reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 
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2. Basis for staffs analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information 

Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

below. 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 
Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day 
(PPd) 

Population 
(2003) 

Non- 
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 51 58 53 43 5.8 20,000 63 37 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date 

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

12/31/05 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report 

12 % 

City's geographic location: The City is located in Fresno 
Valley. 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 

County in the Central San Joaquin 

following: 
meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 
additional time is necessary for meeting the 

the request; 
to expand or newly implement in the 

SB1066 Time Extension application); 
to be expanded or newly proposed are 
by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction's 

must include a Plan of Correction that: 
the time extension expires; 
programs the City will expand existing 

be achieved; 
expanded programs. 

the above requirements. Board staff has also 
current program implementation, including 
2005. Based on Board staff s 

in the jurisdiction that contributed to the 
jurisdiction's proposed new Plan of 

Attachments 1 provides an 
• The barriers faced by 

the jurisdiction's explanation 
diversion requirement; 

• Staffs analysis of the 
• Diversion programs the 

Plan of Correction (Section 
• Staffs analysis of whether 

appropriate, given the 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 

overview of the 
the jurisdiction to 

as to why 

reasonableness of 
jurisdiction is proposing 

IV-A of the 
the programs 

barriers confronted 

extension request 
50 percent before 

and recycling 
new programs. 
50 percent will 

for new and/or 

Correction meets 
of the jurisdiction's 

scheduled for July 
circumstances 
staff believes the 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 time 
a. demonstrates meeting 
b. includes source reduction 

programs and will implement 
c. identifies the date when 
d. identifies funding necessary 

The jurisdiction's Plan of 
conducted an assessment 
a program review site visit 
understanding of the relevant 
need for an extension, Board 
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2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   
Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 

 
Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

 
Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Waste Stream Data 
Base 
Year 

2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds 
waste 
generated 
per person 
per day  
(ppd) 

Population 
(2003) 

Non-
Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

1990 51 58 53 43 5.8 20,000 63 37 
 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End 
Date                    

Program 
Review Site 
Visit by Board 
Staff 

             Reporting Frequency Proposed 
Diversion Increase 

      12/31/05        2005 Interim Report 
Final Report 

             12 % 

 
City’s geographic location: The City is located in Fresno County in the Central San Joaquin 
Valley. 

 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

Attachments 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in the 

Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
     a. demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 
     b.  includes source reduction and recycling programs the City will expand existing              
programs and will implement new programs. 
     c.  identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
     d.  identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit scheduled for July 2005.  Based on Board staff’s 
understanding of the relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the 
need for an extension, Board staff believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of 
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Correction to be reasonable. The jurisdiction's request and staff's analyses are explained 
in the attachment matrix (Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 3. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date and 
its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement as 
outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City's first 
SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
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Correction to be reasonable.  The jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained 
in the attachment matrix (Attachment 1) for the jurisdiction. 
In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix.  Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)].  Staff recommends the City be required to submit an interim 
status report, as well as a final report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 
  
3.  Findings

Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because it meets the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 

 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the means 
of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachment 3.  Because of the jurisdiction’s efforts to-date and 
its plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion requirement as 
outlined in its Plan of Correction, staff is recommending approval of the City’s first 
SB1066 time extension application.   

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item.  
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement, and allows the 
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Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Sanger 

% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 
American 

%Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

16.0 80.9 0.1 0.3 1.8 0.1 0.0 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Sanger 

Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

32,072 40,774 23.7 

• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the jurisdictional 
are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the 

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The City uses 
and give-aways to promote recycling to all residential and commercial 
City disseminates brochures in English and Spanish to residents 

• Project Benefits. Expansion of the existing, and implementation 
programs will help to increase the City's diversion rates. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion mandates), 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

representative, 
community 

there 

The 

(D) 
reduce 

to 

reduction 
with 

by 
they meet 

sectors. 

of the additional 

brochures, newsletters, 

and businesses. 

local jurisdictions' 
strategy 

programs and 
City's efforts 

source 
to work 

diversion mandates) 
to ensure 
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Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting.   
 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Sanger

% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 
American

%Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

16.0 80.9 0.1 0.3 1.8 0.1 0.0 

 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Sanger 

Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

32,072 40,774 23.7 

 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  According to the jurisdictional representative, there 

are no environmental justice issues related to this item in the community.   
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City uses brochures, newsletters, 

and give-aways to promote recycling to all residential and commercial sectors. The 
City disseminates brochures in English and Spanish to residents and businesses.  

• Project Benefits.  Expansion of the existing, and implementation of the additional 
programs will help to increase the City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B): Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Sanger 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Sanger 
3. Program Listing for the City of Sanger 
4. Resolution Number 2005-214 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: John Duke Phone: (916) 341-6259 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administrative Staff: NA Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 

A. Support 
City of Sanger 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted 
publication. 

for 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Sanger 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Sanger 
3. Program Listing for the City of Sanger 
4. Resolution Number 2005-214 

 
VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff:  John Duke                          Phone:  (916) 341-6259 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
City of Sanger   

 
B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Sanger's First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble Program: 
• Although current hauling contracts contain 

recycling procedures for C&D waste, there has been 
a lack of enforcement of these procedures in the 
past. The City had a C&D provision in their 
hauling contract that they discovered. The provision 
was never enacted and in the transition of a Public 
Works Director it was overlooked. With the boom 
in housing developments the City is aware that they 
clearly need to gain management and control of 
external hauling and will do so through the 
exclusive hauling to the City's hauler. Enactment 
will be made through the development agreements 
and special conditions requiring developers to 
utilize the City's hauler, and through the building 
permit process for small commercial/residential 
build and remodel projects. Enforcement will be 
made via the building inspection and code 
enforcement process. Violators will be subject to 
either established fme penalties or by having their 
building permits revoked. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City is requesting additional time to expand 

their C&D diversion efforts by implementing 
enforcement mechanisms to monitor and gain 
control of self-haul activity, particularly C&D 
waste, which is mostly comprised of concrete, 
asphalt, rubble and wood waste. 

Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble: 
• City plans to increase diversion of asphalt, concrete, 

inerts, wood, and C&D by enforcing hauling 
contract through C&D recycling procedures. Staff 
concurs that enforcement procedures implemented 
by hauler will adequately address C&D waste in this 
growing City. Enforcement will be made through 
the development agreements and special conditions 
requiring developers to utilize the City's hauler, and 
through the building permit process for small 
commercial/residential build and remodel 
projects. Enforcement will be made via the building 
inspection and code enforcement process. Violators 
will be subject to either established fme penalties or 
by having their building permits revoked. 

4050-SP-WDW Wood Waste Program: 
• Although current hauling contracts contain 

recycling procedures for C&D waste, there has been 
a lack of enforcement of these procedures in the 
past. Reasons for lack of enforcement are listed in 
the 4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 
Program above. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City is requesting additional time to expand 

their C&D diversion efforts by implementing 
enforcement mechanisms to monitor and gain 
control of self-haul activity, particularly C&D 
waste, which is mostly comprised of concrete, 
asphalt, rubble and wood waste. 

Woodwaste: 
• Increase diversion of wood waste by enforcing 

hauling contract through C&D recycling 
procedures. Staff concurs that enforcement 
procedures implemented by hauler will adequately 
address wood waste in this growing City. 
Enforcement of this program will be the same as for 
the City's plan to implement their 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble program, as this is all 
under one program for the City. 

Other Reasons for Second Time Extension: Other: 
• The City does not currently have a policy requiring 

procurement of recycled content products. 
• Board staff is recommending that the City adopt a 

procurement policy, with City concurrence. This 
program will be added to the City's Plan of 
Correction. 
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City of Sanger’s First Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble Program:  
• Although current hauling contracts contain 

recycling procedures for C&D waste, there has been 
a lack of enforcement of these procedures in the 
past.  The City had a C&D provision in their 
hauling contract that they discovered. The provision 
was never enacted and in the transition of a Public 
Works Director it was overlooked.  With the boom 
in housing developments the City is aware that they 
clearly need to gain management and control of 
external hauling and will do so through the 
exclusive hauling to the City’s hauler.  Enactment 
will be made through the development agreements 
and special conditions requiring developers to 
utilize the City’s hauler, and through the building 
permit process for small commercial/residential 
build and remodel projects.  Enforcement will be 
made via the building inspection and code 
enforcement process.  Violators will be subject to 
either established fine penalties or by having their 
building permits revoked. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City is requesting additional time to expand 

their C&D diversion efforts by implementing 
enforcement mechanisms to monitor and gain 
control of self-haul activity, particularly C&D 
waste, which is mostly comprised of concrete, 
asphalt, rubble and wood waste.  

Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble:  
• City plans to increase diversion of asphalt, concrete, 

inerts, wood, and C&D by enforcing hauling 
contract through C&D recycling procedures. Staff 
concurs that enforcement procedures implemented 
by hauler will adequately address C&D waste in this 
growing City.  Enforcement will be made through 
the development agreements and special conditions 
requiring developers to utilize the City’s hauler, and 
through the building permit process for small 
commercial/residential build and remodel 
projects.  Enforcement will be made via the building 
inspection and code enforcement process.  Violators 
will be subject to either established fine penalties or 
by having their building permits revoked. 

 

4050-SP-WDW Wood Waste Program: 
• Although current hauling contracts contain 

recycling procedures for C&D waste, there has been 
a lack of enforcement of these procedures in the 
past. Reasons for lack of enforcement are listed in 
the 4060-SP-CAR Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 
Program above. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City is requesting additional time to expand 

their C&D diversion efforts by implementing 
enforcement mechanisms to monitor and gain 
control of self-haul activity, particularly C&D 
waste, which is mostly comprised of concrete, 
asphalt, rubble and wood waste.  

Woodwaste: 
• Increase diversion of wood waste by enforcing 

hauling contract through C&D recycling 
procedures. Staff concurs that enforcement 
procedures implemented by hauler will adequately 
address wood waste in this growing City.  
Enforcement of this program will be the same as for 
the City’s plan to implement their 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble program, as this is all 
under one program for the City. 

 
 

Other Reasons for Second Time Extension: 
• The City does not currently have a policy requiring 

procurement of recycled content products. 

Other: 
• Board staff is recommending that the City adopt a 

procurement policy, with City concurrence.  This 
program will be added to the City’s Plan of 
Correction. 
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Plan of Correction 

r 

Staff's Analysis 

I. 

Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

4060- Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble: 
Increase diversion of asphalt, concrete, inerts, C&D 
by enforcing hauling contract through with C&D 
recycling procedures. Enforcement will be made via 
the building inspection and code enforcement 
process. Violators will be subject to either established 
fme penalties or by having their building permits 
revoked. 

Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble: 
The City plans to enforce a requirement 
to utilize exclusive hauler for all 
subdivision, commercial and residential 
self-haul, effective September 2005. This 
will be done to allow the City to monitor 
and control externally reported tonnage 
and maximize C&D recycling efforts. 
This expansion will provide additional 
diversion opportunities for the City. 

7% 

4050-SP-WDW Woodwaste: 
Increase diversion of woodwaste by enforcing hauling 
contract through C&D recycling procedures. 
Enforcement will be made via the building inspection 
and code enforcement process. Violators will be 
subject to either established fme penalties or by 
having their building permits revoked. 

Woodwaste: 
Expansion of this program will allow the 
City to increase diversion of wood waste 
by enforcing C&D recycling procedures 
through hauling contract. Staff agrees 
that this plan will effectively target the 
City's wood waste for diversion. 

5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 12% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 43% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 55% 

Support Programs 

1020-SR-BWR Business Waste Reduction 
Program: 
City plans to expand commercial recycling by 
increasing outreach efforts via recycling coordination 
to the business sector. 

Business Waste Reduction: 
Because much of the City's waste is generated in the 
business sector, staff agrees with the City's plan to increase 
their outreach efforts to businesses as listed in the City's 
Plan of Correction (POC). 

5010-ED-PRN-Print: 
Additional outreach efforts for C&D outreach to 
haulers, contractors, and developers include a print 
notice in the local newspaper, flyers in the monthly 
billing and direct meetings with the recycling 
coordinator. 

Print: 
The outreach efforts defined by the city for C&D targets 
haulers, contractors, and developers. Staff agrees that this 
is an integral part of the success of a C&D diversion 
program and agrees with the city's C&D outreach plan. 

5020-Outreach Program: 
Increase recycling diversion by improving outreach 
and information efforts via recycling coordinator 
contacts with commercial accounts, and continuing to 
provide 300 gallon containers for commercial 
recycling 

Outreach Program: 
Because much of the City's waste is generated in the 

business sector, staff agrees with the City's plan to increase 
their outreach efforts to businesses as listed in the POC. 
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Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

4060- Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble: 
Increase diversion of asphalt, concrete, inerts, C&D 
by enforcing hauling contract through with C&D 
recycling procedures. Enforcement will be made via 
the building inspection and code enforcement 
process.  Violators will be subject to either established 
fine penalties or by having their building permits 
revoked. 
 
 

Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble: 
The City plans to enforce a requirement 
to utilize exclusive hauler for all 
subdivision, commercial and residential 
self-haul, effective September 2005. This 
will be done to allow the City to monitor 
and control externally reported tonnage 
and maximize C&D recycling efforts. 
This expansion will provide additional 
diversion opportunities for the City. 
 

7%  

4050-SP-WDW Woodwaste: 
Increase diversion of woodwaste by enforcing hauling 
contract through C&D recycling procedures. 
Enforcement will be made via the building inspection 
and code enforcement process.  Violators will be 
subject to either established fine penalties or by 
having their building permits revoked. 
 

Woodwaste: 
Expansion of this program will allow the 
City to increase diversion of wood waste 
by enforcing C&D recycling procedures 
through hauling contract. Staff agrees 
that this plan will effectively target the 
City’s wood waste for diversion. 
 

5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 12% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 43% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  55% 

 
Support Programs  

1020-SR-BWR Business Waste Reduction 
Program: 
City plans to expand commercial recycling by 
increasing outreach efforts via recycling coordination 
to the business sector.  
 

Business Waste Reduction: 
Because much of the City’s waste is generated in the 
business sector, staff agrees with the City’s plan to increase 
their outreach efforts to businesses as listed in the City’s 
Plan of Correction (POC). 

5010-ED-PRN-Print: 
Additional outreach efforts for C&D outreach to 
haulers, contractors, and developers include a print 
notice in the local newspaper, flyers in the monthly 
billing and direct meetings with the recycling 
coordinator. 

Print: 
The outreach efforts defined by the city for C&D targets 
haulers, contractors, and developers.  Staff agrees that this 
is an integral part of the success of a C&D diversion 
program and agrees with the city’s C&D outreach plan. 

5020-Outreach Program: 
Increase recycling diversion by improving outreach 
and information efforts via recycling coordinator 
contacts with commercial accounts, and continuing to 
provide 300 gallon containers for commercial 
recycling  

Outreach Program: 
 Because much of the City’s waste is generated in the 
business sector, staff agrees with the City’s plan to increase 
their outreach efforts to businesses as listed in the POC. 
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6020-PI-ORD-Ordinances: Ordinances: 
Enforce requirement to utilize exclusive hauler for all Staff agrees with the City's plan to utilize an exclusive 

subdivision, commercial and residential self haul, 
effective August 1, 2005. For the purpose of 

hauler for all subdivision, commercial and residential self 
haul to divert C&D material from the landfill. The City is 

improving monitoring and control of externally taking the necessary steps to ensure that improving 

reported tonnage and to maximize C&D recycling monitoring and control of externally reported tonnage and 

efforts. to maximize C&D recycling efforts. 

6030- PI-OTH Other Policy Incentives: Other Policy Incentives: 
City plans to monitor Disposal Reporting System Staff agrees that there has been misallocation for a few 
accuracy by closely monitoring landfill, transfer cities in the County and supports City's efforts to ensure 
station and recycling reports to evaluate and identify 
discrepancies. 

accuracy in the calculation of their diversion rate. 

Board Meeting                                                                                                                       Agenda Item 22 
August 16-17, 2005                                                                                                               Attachment 1 

6020-PI-ORD-Ordinances: 
Enforce requirement to utilize exclusive hauler for all 
subdivision, commercial and residential self haul, 
effective August 1, 2005.  For the purpose of 
improving monitoring and control of externally 
reported tonnage and to maximize C&D recycling 
efforts. 

Ordinances: 
Staff agrees with the City’s plan to utilize an exclusive 
hauler for all subdivision, commercial and residential self 
haul to divert C&D material from the landfill. The City is 
taking the necessary steps to ensure that improving 
monitoring and control of externally reported tonnage and 
to maximize C&D recycling efforts. 

6030- PI-OTH Other Policy Incentives: 
City plans to monitor Disposal Reporting System 
accuracy by closely monitoring landfill, transfer 
station and recycling reports to evaluate and identify 
discrepancies. 

Other Policy Incentives: 
Staff agrees that there has been misallocation for a few 
cities in the County and supports City’s efforts to ensure 
accuracy in the calculation of their diversion rate. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return it to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 
For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V. 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, III-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document is true and correct to the best 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

inCity of Sanger 

County 

Fresno 

Authorized Signature 
/ 

• 

‘--6.,...._ 

Title 

City Manager 

T rint e of P n Signing 

Jim Drinkhouse 

Date 

6 - 9  - ° S--  
Phone 

(559) 876-6300 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 

Tim Chapa 

Title 

Deputy Public Works Director 

Phone 

(559)876-6300 x 1210 

E-mail Address 

tchapa@ci.singer.ca.us  

Fax 

(559)876-6335 

Mailing Address 

1700 7th  Street 

City 

Sanger 

State 

CA 

ZIP Code 

93657 

Board Meeting
August 16-17, 2005

Agenda Item 22
Attachment 2



Section II—Cover Sheet 
Agenda Item 22 

Board Meeting Attachment 2 
ihtggetardIteat is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

0 No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

(E) Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

A Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _Through 12-31-05_ 

Is this a second request? El No • Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

• Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years 

"Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 

effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

Prior to 2003, the City has consistently met it's diversion requirements, with diversion rates of 51%, 58% and 53% 
for the years 2000, 2001 and 2002, respectively. In 2002 the reported (DRS) tonnage was 9,704. In 2003, 
reported tonnage increased to 13,504 and the diversion rate decreased dramatically to 36%. The primary 
factor is the increase in reported external hauled tonnage, which alone increased by 3,377 tons, or 294% over 
the prior year. We met with the landfill/transfer stations in order to review the reported tonnages and to 
determine the waste type/origin. We met with CWMI Kettleman Hills Facility, American Avenue Disposal and 
Orange Avenue Disposal. (One facility, Forward Incorporated has not responded to our request for 
information.) A sampling of the facility pull tags did not indicate that C&D tonnages had increased markedly. 
However, we have identified 1,700 in misallocated tonnage and thus increased our diversion rate to 
approximately 44% and for which we will be filing a report year disposal modification form. 

In addition to identifying the misallocations, we reviewed the process used by haulers to self-report and verify the 
tonnage location source, and we have determined that this process may also be the cause of the increased 
reported hauled tonnage. While landfill and transfer stations are required to ask for the source city location of 
the hauler's load, this is done with no verification process. Haulers are not required to submit any written 
documents to verify their response. The level of misallocation reporting at the summary level of the landfill and 
transfer stations suggests that similar errors, intentional or not, occur when the hauler identifies the source city. 
Again, the tonnage is allocated solely by hauler origin responses. 

To this end, the City will seek to gain better control over the hauler verification process by authorizing the operation 
of a sole hauler for external hauling purposes. By authorizing a single exclusive hauler, the City will be able to 
better manage, review and control the accurate reporting of external hauled tonnage. Our current recycling 
pickup contract with SUNSET Hauling Company already granted exclusive hauling rights, but the clause was 
never enforced. Based upon a review by the City Attorney, the City can immediately implement the exclusive 
hauling without the need for an ordinance. The effective implementation date will be August 1, 2005. All 
landfills and transfer stations will be notified of the implementation to SUNSET as the exclusive hauler prior to 
July 1. 

Two additional benefits of implementing exclusive hauling with SUNSET are an ease of verification and an increase 
in recycling/managing C&D tonnage. We believe that C&D tonnage will become more of an issue for our City and 
the use of an exclusive hauler with an established C&D recycling procedure will maximize the the City's diversion 
rates. SUNSET's recycling coordinator will meet with the commercial users and building industry to educate them 
on the need for diversion and C&D recycling. 

Sunset's C&D recycling procedures will also serve to maximize the amount of C&D recycled. Sunset will work with 
all commercial customers and developers to identity C&D loads and provide to rate options for hauling C&D -
combined and separated. All C&D will be shipped to a local recycling company, Kroeker, who typically can 
recycle up to 90% of the material. The City will monitor quarterly recycling reports to ensure that C&D materials 
are being diverted. 
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2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City requires sufficient time to provide notice to affected haulers and SUNSET requires sufficient time to 
prepare for the change over. The steps involved include SUNSET procurement of appropriate number of 
hauling bins, development of notification mailer, advertisement of change in hauling requirement, development 
of a schedule for the recycling coordinator to meet with customers and developers and making the final 
changeover. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

The City has submitted a SREE with 30 programs. The City has implemented all programs. The City has a 
recycling pickup contract through SUNSET and a greenwaste collection program. 

The business outreach efforts are improving through the use of the direct contact to be made by the Recycling 
Coordinator for eductational purposes. The commercial recyling program for account customers is working well 
and the city provides additional 300 gallon containers to business with high paper, plastic and cardboard content. 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

Once implemented, landfills and transfer stations will not accept Sanger loads from any hauler but SUNSET. The 
landfills and transfer stations will be notified that SUNSET is the exclusive hauler for any and all hauling activity 
from the City of Sanger. The City will be notified of any non-SUNSET hauler claiming to be hauling from the City 
and staff will contact those haulers directly. The City will also be comparing the quarterly landfill/transfer station 
tonnage reports with SUNSET to insure that Sanger tonnages are properly reported. 
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Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., lIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A —PLAN OF CORRECTION 

is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a 
the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time 

necessary. 

A Plan of Correction 
description of the actions 
Extension. 

Attach additional sheets if 

Residential % 37 Non-residential % 63 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

4060-Concrete/Rubble 
/Asphalt 

New Increase diversion of asphalt, concrete, inerts, C&D 
by enforcing hauling contract through with C&D 
recycling procedures. Sanger Municipal Code allows 
the City to grant an exclusive hauling franchise. 
When the City first initiated it's contract recycling 
program approximately 10 years ago, one of the 
provisions of the contract include an exclusive 
hauling franchise to the City's hauler, more for the 
purposes of the contract than the need to control 
external hauling. The provision was never enacted 
and in the transition of a Public Works Director it 
was overlooked. With the boom in housing 
development we clearly need to gain management 
and control of external hauling and will do so 
through the exclusive hauling to the City's hauler. 
Enforcement will be made through the development 
agreements and special conditions requiring 
developers to utilize the City's hauler, and through 
the building permit process for small 
commercial/residential build and remodel projects. 
Enforcement will be made via the building 
inspection and code enforcement process. 
Violators will be subject to either established fine 
penalties or by having their building permits 
revoked. 

Disposal 
Enter-
prise 
Fees 

9/30/05 7% 

4050-SP-WDW 
Woodwaste 

New Increase diversion of woodwaste by enforcing 
hauling contract through C&D recycling procedures. 
Sanger Municipal Code allows the City to grant an 
exclusive hauling franchise. Enforcement 
procedures will be the same as stated in the 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble program description. 

Disposal 
Enter-
prise 
Fees 

12/31/05 5% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
12% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 43% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 55% 
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PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
EXPANDED COMPLETED 

5010-ED-PRN 

Print 

Expand Additional outreach efforts for C&D outreach to haulers, 
contractors, and developers include a print notice In the local 
newspaper, flyers in the monthly billing and direct meetings 
with the recycling coordinator. 

August 2005 

5020-ED-OUT 

Outreach 

Expand Increase recycling diversion by improving outreach and 
information efforts via recycling coordinator contacts with 
commercial accounts, and continuing to provide 300 gallon 
containers for commercial recycling 

August 2005 

6020-PI-ORD 

Ordinance 

New Enforce requirement to utilize exclusive hauler for all 
subdivision, commercial and residential self haul, effective 

December 2005 

August 1, 2005. For the purpose of improving monitoring and 
control of externally reported tonnage and to maximize C&D 
recycling efforts. 

1020-SR-BWR 
Business Waste Reduction 

Expand Increase recycling diversion by improving outreach and 
information efforts via recycling coordinator contacts with 
commercial accounts 

December 2005 

6030-PI-OTH 

Other Policy Incentives 

(DRS Reporting and 
Monitoring) 

New Monitor DRS annual and quarterly landfill/transfer 
station/SUNSET reports to evaluate performance and identify 
discrepancies. 

Ongoing 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Sanger May 12,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Procurement 

1050-SR-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Source Reduction Programs 

1060-SR-MTE N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1984 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2070-RC-SNL N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 1 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Sanger May 12,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1010-SR-BCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Procurement 

 1050-SR-GOV N Y 1992 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Source Reduction Programs 

 1060-SR-MTE N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB Y Y 1984 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2070-RC-SNL N Y 1994 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 2 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Sanger May 12,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2080-RC-SPE N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Events 

3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3040-CM-FWC N Y NA PF 99 PF 99 NI 7, 99 NI 7, 99 NI 7, 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Food Waste Composting 

3070-CM-OTH N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Other Composting 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 2000 D 7, 99 DE 1, 99 DE 1 DE 99 DE 99 Al AO AO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4050-SP-WDW N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Office of Local Assistance Page 2 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Sanger May 12,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2080-RC-SPE N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Events 

 3000-CM-RCG Y Y 1989 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3040-CM-FWC N Y NA PF 99 PF 99 NI 7, 99 NI 7, 99 NI 7, 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Food Waste Composting 

 3070-CM-OTH N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Other Composting 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 2000 D 7, 99 DE 1, 99 DE 1 DE 99 DE 99 AI AO AO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4050-SP-WDW N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Office of Local Assistance Page 3 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Sanger May 12,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

5000-ED-ELC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

6000-PI-PLB N Y NA NI 99 NI 99 NI 8 NI 8 NI 8 NI 8 NI 8 NI 8 
Product and Landfill Bans 

6010-PI-EIN Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
MRF 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 4 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Sanger May 12,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9020-H H-CSC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Curbside Collection 

9030-H H-WSE N Y NA PF NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
Waste Exchange 

9040-HH-EDP N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

9050-HH-OTH N Y 2002 PF PF PF PF PF PF PF Al 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting                                                                                                                                          Agenda Item 22 
August 16-17, 2005                                                                                                                                                                   Attachment 3 
 Office of Local Assistance Page 4 
 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Sanger May 12,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9020-HH-CSC N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Curbside Collection 

 9030-HH-WSE N Y NA PF NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 NI 99 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP N Y 1993 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 9050-HH-OTH N Y 2002 PF PF PF PF PF PF PF AI 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut



Board Meeting Agenda Item 22 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 4 

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-214 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Sanger, 
Fresno County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Sanger (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

WHEREAS, based on the staff review of the completed SB1066 Time Extension application, 
Board staff recommend, and the County concurs, that they will incorporate one additional 
program: the development and formal adoption of a procurement policy; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs the City of Sanger to add the 
development and the formal adoption of a procurement policy for the City into the Plan of 
Correction and with this addition hereby accepts the City of Sanger's SB 1066 application for a 
time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the programs identified in the Plan of 
Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-214 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Sanger, 
Fresno County 
 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

 
 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Sanger (City) has submitted a completed SB1066 Time Extension 
application with the information and documentation required;  
 
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 50 percent 
diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
 
WHEREAS, based on the staff review of the completed SB1066 Time Extension application, 
Board staff recommend, and the County concurs, that they will incorporate one additional 
program: the development and formal adoption of a procurement policy; 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board directs the City of Sanger to add the 
development and the formal adoption of a procurement policy for the City into the Plan of 
Correction and with this addition hereby accepts the City of Sanger’s SB 1066 application for a 
time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the programs identified in the Plan of 
Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 
report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  
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The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 

AGENDA ITEM 23 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Soledad, 
Monterey County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Soledad (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting 
the 50 percent diversion requirement. Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction, recycling, composting programs selected in its 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the 
proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement. The City 
currently has a 53 percent diversion rate for 2001 and 47 percent for 2002 and 45 percent 
for 2003. The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent 
diversion through December 31, 2005. Staffs analysis of the City's Plan of Correction 
indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City's waste stream. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City's 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17-18, 2004. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City's application as may be modified by the jurisdiction 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City's application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its 
application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City's application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City's application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board's specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1: approve the City's application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith 
effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 
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AGENDA ITEM 23 

ITEM 
Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Soledad, 
Monterey County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The City of Soledad (City) has submitted to the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (Board) a completed Senate Bill (SB) 1066 Time Extension request for meeting 
the 50 percent diversion requirement.  Staff review indicates that while the City has been 
implementing the source reduction, recycling, composting programs selected in its 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), it will need to implement the 
proposed Plan of Correction to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement.  The City 
currently has a 53 percent diversion rate for 2001 and 47 percent for 2002 and 45 percent 
for 2003.  The City is requesting to extend the due date for achieving 50 percent 
diversion through December 31, 2005.  Staff’s analysis of the City’s Plan of Correction 
indicates the plan is reasonable, given the City’s waste stream. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
The Board approved the City’s 2001/2002 Biennial Review results on August 17-18, 2004. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted for an extension to the 

2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith effort to-date to implement 
diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 

2. The Board may approve the City’s application as may be modified by the jurisdiction 
at the Board meeting. 

3. The Board may approve the City’s application as submitted but also make 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs that it believes the 
jurisdiction should add to its plan for it to be successful. 

4. The Board may make recommendations for the implementation of alternative 
programs that it believes the jurisdiction should add for its plan to be successful and 
continue the item to the next Board meeting to allow the jurisdiction time to revise its 
application. 

5. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and allow the jurisdiction to revise 
and resubmit the application based upon the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval. 

6. The Board may disapprove the City’s application and direct staff to commence the 
process to issue a compliance order because the Board’s specified reasons for 
disapproval cannot be addressed by a revised application. 

 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt option No. 1:  approve the City’s application as 
submitted for an extension to the 2000 diversion requirement on the basis of its good faith 
effort to-date to implement diversion programs and its plans for future implementation. 
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V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1. Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency's (jurisdiction's) SRRE at least once every two years. 
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement. 

Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820). 

PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 
"(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify 
its reasons for the disapproval." 

The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board fmds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

2. Basis for staffs analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information below. 
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V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
1.  Background 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41825 requires the Board to review each City, 
County, and Regional Agency’s (jurisdiction’s) SRRE at least once every two years.  
As a result of this review, the Board may find a jurisdiction has implemented 
programs and achieved the diversion requirement; that a jurisdiction has made a good 
faith effort to implement diversion programs, but has not achieved the 50 percent 
diversion requirement; or that a compliance order should be assigned to a jurisdiction 
that has failed to adequately implement its SRRE and/or failed to achieve the 
diversion requirement.  
 
Alternatively, a jurisdiction that has not achieved the diversion requirement may 
petition for one or more time extensions to meeting the 50 percent diversion 
requirement for a maximum of five years; no extensions may be effective beyond 
January 1, 2006 (PRC Section 41820).   
 
PRC Section 41820(b) further provides that: 

“(1) When considering a request for an extension, the board may make specific 
recommendations for the implementation of alternative programs. 
(2) Nothing in this section shall preclude the board from disapproving any 
request for an extension. 
(3) If the board disapproves a request for an extension, the board shall specify 
its reasons for the disapproval.” 

 
The Board may initially grant a one, two or three year extension for meeting the 
diversion requirements if the following conditions are met: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements; 
• The Board finds that the jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement 

the programs identified in its SRRE; 
• The jurisdiction submits a plan of correction demonstrating that it will meet the 

diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the programs 
that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, and the 
means of funding. 

 
2.  Basis for staff’s analysis   

Staff’s analysis is based upon the information below. 
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Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non- 
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

1999 73 67 53 47 45 5.2 24,550 88% 12% 

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End Date Program Review Site 

Visit by Board Staff 
Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 

Increase 

12/31/2005 2005 
Interim Report 

Final Report with the Annual Report 
5% 

The City is situated on Highway 101 in South Monterey 
base is largely dependent upon a packing plant and the state 
of employment 

Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application: 

County. The City's economic 
prison as the primary sources 

50% diversion requirement, and 
is necessary for meeting the 

expand or newly implement in 
Time Extension application); 

or newly proposed are 
and the jurisdiction's 

a Plan of Correction that: 
extension expires; 

programs the City will 
and/or new programs it will 

programs. 

Board staff has also 
implementation, including 

of the relevant 
need for an extension, Board staff 

to be reasonable. The 
in the attachment matrix 

Attachment 1 provides an 
• The barriers faced by 

the jurisdiction's explanation 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff's analysis of the 
• Diversion programs the 

the Plan of Correction 
• Staff's analysis of whether 

appropriate, given the 
waste stream. 

Plan of Correction: 

overview of the following: 
the jurisdiction to meeting the 

as to why additional time 

reasonableness of the request; 
jurisdiction is proposing to 

(Section IV-A of the SB1066 
the programs to be expanded 

barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, 

extension request must include 
50 percent before the time 

reduction, recycling, and composting 
existing programs it will modify 

when 50 percent will be achieved; 
necessary for new and/or expanded 

Correction meets the above requirements. 
the jurisdiction's current program 
Based on Board staff's understanding 

that contributed to the 
proposed new Plan of Correction 

analyses are explained 

A jurisdiction's SB1066 time 
A. Demonstrates meeting 
B. Includes source 

implement and 
implement); 

C. Identifies the date 
D. Identifies funding 

The jurisdiction's Plan of 
conducted an assessment of 
a program review site visit. 
circumstances in the jurisdiction 
believes the jurisdiction's 
jurisdiction's request and staff's 
(Attachments 1) for the jurisdiction. 
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 Existing Jurisdiction Conditions: 
 

Key Jurisdiction Conditions 

Waste Stream Data 

Base 
Year 

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 Pounds waste 
generated per 
person per day 
(ppd) 

Population Non-
Residential 
Waste Stream 
Percentage 

Residential 
Waste 
Stream 
Percentage 

1999 73 67 53 47 45 5.2 24,550 88% 12% 
 
  

SB 1066 Data 
Extension End Date 

 
Program Review Site 
Visit by Board Staff 

Reporting Frequency Proposed Diversion 
Increase 

12/31/2005 2005 Interim Report 
Final Report with the Annual Report 5% 

 
The City is situated on Highway 101 in South Monterey County.  The City’s economic 
base is largely dependent upon a packing plant and the state prison as the primary sources 
of employment.  

 
Staff Analysis of First SB 1066 Application:  

 Attachment 1 provides an overview of the following: 
• The barriers faced by the jurisdiction to meeting the 50% diversion requirement, and 

the jurisdiction’s explanation as to why additional time is necessary for meeting the 
diversion requirement; 

• Staff’s analysis of the reasonableness of the request; 
• Diversion programs the jurisdiction is proposing to expand or newly implement in 

the Plan of Correction (Section IV-A of the SB1066 Time Extension application); 
• Staff’s analysis of whether the programs to be expanded or newly proposed are 

appropriate, given the barriers confronted by the jurisdiction, and the jurisdiction’s 
waste stream. 

 
Plan of Correction: 
A jurisdiction’s SB1066 time extension request must include a Plan of Correction that: 
 A. Demonstrates meeting 50 percent before the time extension expires; 

B.  Includes source reduction, recycling, and composting programs the City will 
implement and existing programs it will modify and/or new programs it will 
implement); 

C.  Identifies the date when 50 percent will be achieved; 
 D.  Identifies funding necessary for new and/or expanded programs.  
 
The jurisdiction’s Plan of Correction meets the above requirements.  Board staff has also 
conducted an assessment of the jurisdiction’s current program implementation, including 
a program review site visit.  Based on Board staff’s understanding of the relevant 
circumstances in the jurisdiction that contributed to the need for an extension, Board staff 
believes the jurisdiction’s proposed new Plan of Correction to be reasonable.  The 
jurisdiction’s request and staff’s analyses are explained in the attachment matrix 
(Attachments 1) for the jurisdiction. 
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In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
jurisdiction that requests assistance in meeting the diversion requirements, such as 
identifying model policies and programs implemented by other jurisdictions of similar 
size, geography, and demographic mix. Lastly, a jurisdiction with a Board-approved time 
extension is required to include a summary of its progress in complying with its Plan of 
Correction in each annual report that is due prior to the end of the time extension [per 
PRC Section 41821(b)(5)]. In addition to reporting their progress in their Annual Report, 
staff recommends that the jurisdiction also be required to report on its progress in 
implementing its Plan of Correction by submitting an interim status report and a final 
report at the end of the extension with the Annual Report. 

3. Findings 
Staff has determined that the Board may grant the requested first Time Extension 
because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 

identified in its SRRE and those proposed in its first Plan of Correction. 
• The jurisdiction has submitted a Plan of Correction demonstrating that it will meet 

the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction's SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
programs is provided in Attachments 3. Because of the jurisdiction's efforts to-date 
and their plans for expanding those efforts to reach the 50 percent diversion 
requirement as outlined in their respective Plan of Correction, staff is recommending 
approval of their first SB1066 time extension application. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement diversion programs will help to increase 
waste diversion, both locally and statewide. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Allowing the City more time to implement new and expanding diversion programs 
and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
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In addition, PRC Section 41820(d) directs Board staff to provide technical assistance to a 
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because they meet the requirements of PRC Section 41820; specifically: 
• The jurisdiction has submitted all required planning elements. 
• The jurisdiction is making a good faith effort to implement the programs 
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the diversion requirements by the time the extension expires including: the 
programs that it will expand or start implementing, the dates of implementation, 
and the means of funding. 

 
A comprehensive list of the jurisdiction’s SRRE-selected and implemented diversion 
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and to measure the impact these newly expanded programs have had on diversion will 
assist the City in achieving the diversion requirement of PRC Section 41780.   
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for implementing PRC Section 
41820 that allows jurisdictions to petition for more time to implement additional 
diversion programs to achieve the 50 percent diversion requirement for 2000, and 
allows the Board the discretion to grant that time extension. 
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VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

G. Environmental Justice 

Community Setting. 
2000 Census Data — Demographics for City of Soledad 

% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 
American 

%Asian %Pacific 
Islander 

%Other 

9.2 86.8 0.9 0.2 1.9 0.1 0.1 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for City of Soledad 
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

42,602 47,884 18.4 

* Per household 
• Environmental Justice Issues. According to the 

there are no environmental justice issues in this community 
• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach. The 

approximately 86.8%. The City prints all brochures 
radio advertisements in English and Spanish. 

• Project Benefits. The expansion of the existing, 
additional programs listed in this item will help to 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 
ability to reach and maintain California's waste diversion 
(Assess and assist local governments' efforts to implement 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing 
implement programs and reduce disposal. 

This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing 
demonstrating staffs continual efforts to work with jurisdictions 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Soledad 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of 
3. Program Listing for the City of Soledad 
4. Resolution Number 2005-215 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Terri Gray 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block 
C. Administrative Staff: NA 

jurisdictional representative, 

is 
and 

of the 
diversion rates. 

(D) 
reduce 

to 

reduction 
with 

by 
they meet 

City's Hispanic population 
and produces television 

and implementation 
increase the City's 

(Support local jurisdictions' 
mandates), strategy 

programs and 
the City's efforts 

1 (Promote source 
(B) (Continue to work 

waste diversion mandates) 
to ensure 

Soledad 

Phone: (916) 341-6252 
Phone: (916) 341-6080 
Phone: NA 
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G. Environmental Justice 
 
Community Setting.   

2000 Census Data – Demographics for City of Soledad 
% White % Hispanic % Black %Native 

American 
%Asian %Pacific 

Islander 
%Other 

9.2 86.8 0.9 0.2 1.9 0.1 0.1 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for City of Soledad  
Median annual income* Mean (average) income* % individuals below poverty level 

42,602 47,884 18.4 
* Per household 

• Environmental Justice Issues.   According to the jurisdictional representative, 
there are no environmental justice issues in this community.  

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  The City’s Hispanic population is 
approximately 86.8%. The City prints all brochures and produces television and 
radio advertisements in English and Spanish.  

• Project Benefits.  The expansion of the existing, and implementation of the 
additional programs listed in this item will help to increase the City’s diversion rates. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy (D) 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed) by assessing the City’s efforts to 
implement programs and reduce disposal.  
 
This item also supports Strategic Plan goal 7, objective 1 (Promote source reduction 
to minimize the amount of waste generated, strategy (B) (Continue to work with 
jurisdictions to ensure they meet and/or exceed existing waste diversion mandates) by 
demonstrating staff’s continual efforts to work with jurisdictions to ensure they meet 
and/or exceed the waste diversion mandates. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action.  

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Time Extension Matrix for the City of Soledad 
2. SB1066 Time Extension Application for the City of Soledad 
3. Program Listing for the City of Soledad 
4. Resolution Number 2005-215 

 
VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 

A.  Program Staff:  Terri Gray                         Phone:  (916) 341-6252 
B.  Legal Staff:  Elliot Block       Phone:  (916) 341-6080 
C.  Administrative Staff:  NA                             Phone:   NA 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

City of Soledad 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item 
publication. 

was submitted for 
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IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

City of Soledad 
B. Opposition 

Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication.  
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City of Soledad First Time Extension Application Matrix 

Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension Staff's Analysis 

Barriers in Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble (C&D) C&D Diversion: 
programs: 
• The City has experienced an increase in population 

over the past 4 years. The City continues to see an 
increase in population due to the construction boom 
and population increase largely due to Bay Area 
commuters relocating to the area. It appears that 
nearby Salinas residents are selling their homes to 
many of the Bay Area commuters; in turn, Salinas 
residents are relocating to fmd more economical 

• With the City's continued growth, C&D material 
will continue to be a major part of the City's waste 
stream. Working with the SVSWA to research the 
possibility of adding a C&D sorting lines at the 
landfill and/or at Sun Street in Salinas will be an 
important step in providing local facilities closer in 
distance and making for more economically viable 
alternatives to landfilling the C&D material. 

housing. The areas of Soledad, Greenfield and • Staff concurs with the City's plan to pass a C&D 
Gonzales are experiencing the most new 
construction and increased population. Soledad has 
had the largest increase in both. 

Countywide Resource Recovery Plan (Plan) to 
provide a good support program to work with 
developers and to complement the current source 

• Until now, the City has not had a need to consider separation and the planned C&D sorting lines. 
adopting a C&D ordinance; the volume of materials 
did not warrant such action. Historically, the City 
has required source separation of concrete, asphalt 
and rubble at construction sites. The asphalt is 
diverted and utilized as road fill and is ground for 
roadway base. The concrete is used as rip-rap and in 

• Staff concurs that it may take some time to ensure a 
smooth operation between adopting and enforcing 
the Plan and working with developers to achieve a 
smooth operational transition at the landfill and the 
new C&D sorting lines. 

City drainage control projects. However, due to the 
increased growth and new developments, this 
material has exceeded these uses and the City now 
needs to seek alternative diversion programs. The 
Salinas Valley Solid Waste Authority (SVSWA) is 
currently exploring the development of a C&D 
debris diversion program at the local landfill and 
one located at Sun Street in Salinas to ensure that all 
C&D materials will be diverted. Additionally, the 
SVSWA is a member of the Monterey County C&D 
Resource Recovery Task Force (Task Force) and 
has been working to develop a Countywide C&D 
Resource Recovery Plan. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs additional time to work with the 

SVSWA and develop an integrated plan for 
addressing the recycling/reuse of C&D materials 
generated by the growth in population and related 
construction. 

• The SVWMA, as a partner with the City, needs 
additional time to research the possibility of adding 
C&D sorting lines at Sun Street in Salinas at the 
local Johnson Canyon landfill. 

• More time is needed to continue researching the 
best components, requirements and/or plans 
necessary to divert the C&D material. Plans include 
considering gathering input for the Recovery Plan. 
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City of Soledad First Time Extension Application Matrix 
 

 
Barriers/Reason for First Time Extension 
 

Staff’s Analysis 

Barriers in  Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble (C&D) 
programs: 
• The City has experienced an increase in population 

over the past 4 years.  The City continues to see an 
increase in population due to the construction boom 
and population increase largely due to Bay Area 
commuters relocating to the area.  It appears that 
nearby Salinas residents are selling their homes to 
many of the Bay Area commuters; in turn, Salinas 
residents are relocating to find more economical 
housing. The areas of Soledad, Greenfield and 
Gonzales are experiencing the most new 
construction and increased population.  Soledad has 
had the largest increase in both.  

• Until now, the City has not had a need to consider 
adopting a C&D ordinance; the volume of materials 
did not warrant such action.  Historically, the City 
has required source separation of concrete, asphalt 
and rubble at construction sites. The asphalt is 
diverted and utilized as road fill and is ground for 
roadway base. The concrete is used as rip-rap and in 
City drainage control projects. However, due to the 
increased growth and new developments, this 
material has exceeded these uses and the City now 
needs to seek alternative diversion programs. The 
Salinas Valley Solid Waste Authority (SVSWA) is 
currently exploring the development of a C&D 
debris diversion program at the local landfill and 
one located at Sun Street in Salinas to ensure that all 
C&D materials will be diverted.  Additionally, the 
SVSWA is a member of the Monterey County C&D 
Resource Recovery Task Force (Task Force) and 
has been working to develop a Countywide C&D 
Resource Recovery Plan.  

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs additional time to work with the 

SVSWA and develop an integrated plan for 
addressing the recycling/reuse of C&D materials 
generated by the growth in population and related 
construction. 

• The SVWMA, as a partner with the City, needs 
additional time to research the possibility of adding 
C&D sorting lines at Sun Street in Salinas at the 
local Johnson Canyon landfill. 

• More time is needed to continue researching the 
best components, requirements and/or plans 
necessary to divert the C&D material.  Plans include 
considering gathering input for the Recovery Plan.  

C&D Diversion: 
 
•  With the City’s continued growth, C&D material 

will continue to be a major part of the City’s waste 
stream.  Working with the SVSWA to research the 
possibility of adding a C&D sorting lines at the 
landfill and/or at Sun Street in Salinas will be an 
important step in providing local facilities closer in 
distance and making for more economically viable 
alternatives to landfilling the C&D material. 

• Staff concurs with the City’s plan to pass a C&D 
Countywide Resource Recovery Plan (Plan) to 
provide a good support program to work with 
developers and to complement the current source 
separation and the planned C&D sorting lines. 

• Staff concurs that it may take some time to ensure a 
smooth operation between adopting and enforcing 
the Plan and working with developers to achieve a 
smooth operational transition at the landfill and the 
new C&D sorting lines.   
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Once the decision is made, the staff will make a 
presentation to City Council. 

• The City needs more time to present the proposed 
C&D Plan to City Council. 

• Implementing, monitoring and adjusting the various 
elements of this program (Recovery Plan and 
sorting lines) requires additional time. 

Barriers Commercial On-Site Pickup: Commercial On-Site Pickup: 
• The City currently works with local businesses and 

offers auditing and assistance for waste reduction 
and recycling services. As these businesses increase 
to accommodate the increased population, it will be 
difficult to stretch the current City staff duties to 

• The lack of adequate staffing delayed the City's 
ability to work with the increases to the commercial 
sector and to quickly assess their waste reduction 
and recycling needs in order to achieve the most 
diversion. 

offer those services to the same degree as currently 
offered. 

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the commercial on-site 
pickup. The City's lack of adequate staffmg will 

Reasons for First Time Extension: not be resolved in the near term. With the 
• The City needs the additional time to work with the 

SVSWA staff to implement their plans to work 
together to address the increase in the commercial 
sector. The SVSWA has offered their services to 
assist the City in auditing commercial businesses 
and guiding them with technical assistance to 
achieve the most effective waste reduction and 
recycling programs for each new business. 

assistance of the SVSWA, the City will have the 
added resources to address the growth in the 
commercial sector which requires a need to audit, 
assist and monitor that waste stream. 

• More time is needed to develop the plan for 
working with the SVSWA to target and audit all 
new businesses for waste audits, monitor the 
effectiveness of the new programs, and to assist 
business expansion. 

Barriers in Residential Curbside: Residential Curbside: 
• The previous franchised hauler contract did not 

include the full complement of recycling programs 
to the residential sector. Under the previous 
contract, residents were using crates or their own 32 
gallon cans as recycling collection containers. 

• Staff agrees that the City has negotiated a much 
better program with a commingled curbside 
recycling system that will service the current 
residents and that will be immediately available to 
residents in the new housing developments. Under 
the new contract, residents will receive a 64 gallon 

Reasons for First Time Extension: commingled recycling collection container. 
• The City needs additional time to implement this 

program to monitor the newly negotiated franchise 
hauler contract. 

• In addition, staff agrees that by moving to a more 
effective curbside recycling program the 
participation levels should increase, contamination 

• Additional time is needed to monitor the 
effectiveness of this program which offers expanded 
services to both existing residences and the 

levels should decrease and they are now prepared to 
service the new housing developments with the 
improved program. 

expanded housing areas. • Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
• Additional time is also needed to provide the 

necessary outreach to educate residents who were 
using the previous recycling system and those in the 
new housing developments about this program and 
to also monitor the participation and effectiveness 
of the program. 

the barriers associated with this program. 
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Once the decision is made, the staff will make a 
presentation to City Council. 

•  The City needs more time to present the proposed 
C&D Plan to City Council. 

• Implementing, monitoring and adjusting the various 
elements of this program (Recovery Plan and 
sorting lines) requires additional time.   

Barriers Commercial On-Site Pickup: 
• The City currently works with local businesses and 

offers auditing and assistance for waste reduction 
and recycling services.  As these businesses increase 
to accommodate the increased population, it will be 
difficult to stretch the current City staff duties to 
offer those services to the same degree as currently 
offered.  

 
Reasons for First Time Extension:  
• The City needs the additional time to work with the 

SVSWA staff to implement their plans to work 
together to address the increase in the commercial 
sector.  The SVSWA has offered their services to 
assist the City in auditing commercial businesses 
and guiding them with technical assistance to 
achieve the most effective waste reduction and 
recycling programs for each new business. 

• More time is needed to develop the plan for 
working with the SVSWA to target and audit all 
new businesses for waste audits, monitor the 
effectiveness of the new programs, and to assist 
business expansion.   

 

Commercial On-Site Pickup: 
• The lack of adequate staffing delayed the City’s 

ability to work with the increases to the commercial 
sector and to quickly assess their waste reduction 
and recycling needs in order to achieve the most 
diversion.  

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with the commercial on-site 
pickup.  The City’s lack of adequate staffing will 
not be resolved in the near term.  With the 
assistance of the SVSWA, the City will have the 
added resources to address the growth in the 
commercial sector which requires a need to audit, 
assist and monitor that waste stream.  

 

Barriers in  Residential Curbside: 
• The previous franchised hauler contract did not 

include the full complement of recycling programs 
to the residential sector.  Under the previous 
contract, residents were using crates or their own 32 
gallon cans as recycling collection containers. 

 
Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• The City needs additional time to implement this 

program to monitor the newly negotiated franchise 
hauler contract. 

•  Additional time is needed to monitor the 
effectiveness of this program which offers expanded 
services to both existing residences and the 
expanded housing areas.  

• Additional time is also needed to provide the 
necessary outreach to educate residents who were 
using the previous recycling system and those in the 
new housing developments about this program and 
to also monitor the participation and effectiveness 
of the program.  

 

Residential Curbside: 
• Staff agrees that the City has negotiated a much 

better program with a commingled curbside 
recycling system that will service the current 
residents and that will be immediately available to 
residents in the new housing developments.  Under 
the new contract, residents will receive a 64 gallon 
commingled recycling collection container.   

• In addition, staff agrees that by moving to a more 
effective curbside recycling program the 
participation levels should increase, contamination 
levels should decrease and they are now prepared to 
service the new housing developments with the 
improved program.   

• Staff agrees that the City is adequately addressing 
the barriers associated with this program. 
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Barriers in Residential Curbside Greenwaste 
Collection: 
• The previous hauling service contract only picked 

up greenwaste for the senior citizen residents. 

Reasons for First Time Extension: 
• Additional time is needed to monitor the 

effectiveness of this new greenwaste collection 
program. 

• Additional time is also needed to provide the 
necessary outreach to educate the former clientele 
about the changes in the service, outreach to the 
additional residents who will now be offered this 
service and to those who will be added with new 
housing developments. The City will also need time 
to monitor the participation and effectiveness of the 
outreach $ ro u am. 

Residential Curbside Greenwaste: 

• Under the previous contract for waste/recycling 
services, the City was only servicing a portion of the 
greenwaste generators. The City's new contract 
covers all residents and provides a 96 gallon 
greenwaste collection container. 

• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers associated with this program. 

Plan of Correction Staff's Analysis Estimated 
Percent 
Diversion 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-Site Pickup 
Expand the services to the businesses as they increase 
in number to accommodate the increased population 
associated with the new construction. This will 
include meeting with new businesses, conducting 
waste audits, working as a broker with the businesses 
on recyclable materials, and follow up to ensure the 
diversion programs are in place and working. 

The City and the SVSWA already have 
an effective business recycling program 
where regular business audits are 
conducted in order to maintain the 
highest level of diversion. By 
coordinating resources with the SVSWA, 
the City will be able to expand this 
program as the business sector grows to 
meet the needs of the increased 
population. 

1% 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside 
The City's new franchise agreement added expansion 
of this program to include curbside weekly pick up of 
commingled recyclables. The container size is 64 
gallons. Previously, the customer was using crates or 
their own 32 gallon cans. 

Staff agrees that expanding the 
residential curbside program will help 
the City reach their AB939 goal. In light 
of the continuing population growth, the 
City will benefit from having this 
program already in place as the new 
developments are added. 

2% 

3000-CM-RCG Curbside Greenwaste Collection 
In July 2004 a new franchise agreement included a 
weekly pick up of curbside greenwaste. The hauler 
has provided 96 gallon containers. 

The City previously offered the 
greenwaste curbside pickup only to 
senior citizens. Staff agrees that 
expanding this program to all residents 
will help to achieve the AB 939 goal. 
Having this program in place enables the 
City to be prepared to handle the new 
housing developments which will have 
the need for greenwaste collection. 

2% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 45% 
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Barriers in  Residential Curbside Greenwaste 
Collection: 
• The previous hauling service contract only picked 

up greenwaste for the senior citizen residents. 
 
Reasons for First Time Extension: 
•  Additional time is needed to monitor the 

effectiveness of this new greenwaste collection 
program.  

• Additional time is also needed to provide the 
necessary outreach to educate the former clientele 
about the changes in the service, outreach to the 
additional residents who will now be offered this 
service and to those who will be added with new 
housing developments. The City will also need time 
to monitor the participation and effectiveness of the 
outreach program.  

Residential Curbside Greenwaste: 
 
• Under the previous contract for waste/recycling 

services, the City was only servicing a portion of the 
greenwaste generators.  The City’s new contract 
covers all residents and provides a 96 gallon 
greenwaste collection container.   

• Staff agrees that the City seems to be adequately 
addressing the barriers associated with this program. 

 
 

 
 
 
Plan of Correction Staff’s Analysis Estimated 

Percent 
Diversion 

2030-RC-OSP Commercial On-Site Pickup 
Expand the services to the businesses as they increase 
in number to accommodate the increased population 
associated with the new construction.  This will 
include meeting with new businesses, conducting 
waste audits, working as a broker with the businesses 
on recyclable materials, and follow up to ensure the 
diversion programs are in place and working. 
 

The City and the SVSWA already have 
an effective business recycling program 
where regular business audits are 
conducted in order to maintain the 
highest level of diversion.  By 
coordinating resources with the SVSWA, 
the City will be able to expand this 
program as the business sector grows to 
meet the needs of the increased 
population.  

1% 

2000-RC-CRB Residential Curbside 
The City’s new franchise agreement added expansion 
of this program to include curbside weekly pick up of 
commingled recyclables.  The container size is 64 
gallons. Previously,  the customer was using  crates or 
their own 32 gallon cans.      
 
 

Staff agrees that expanding the 
residential curbside program will help 
the City reach their AB939 goal. In light 
of the continuing population growth, the 
City will benefit from having this 
program already in place as the new 
developments are added.    
 
 

2% 

3000-CM-RCG Curbside Greenwaste Collection 
In July 2004 a new franchise agreement included a 
weekly pick up of curbside greenwaste. The hauler 
has provided  96 gallon containers.  
 
 

The City previously offered the 
greenwaste curbside pickup only to 
senior citizens.  Staff agrees that 
expanding this program to all residents 
will help to achieve the AB 939 goal. 
Having this program in place enables the 
City to be prepared to handle the new 
housing developments which will have 
the need for greenwaste collection. 

2% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 45% 
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Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

Support Programs 

Procurement Policy 
The City will expand the current policy to all city 
departments. The City currently purchases 30% 
recycled paper, and have a program for recycling ink 
cartridges. 

Staff agrees that the City has made a good start on 
purchasing recycled-content products (RCPs) and now need 
to expand this program to all city departments, offices, 
parks, transportation, etc. and develop a list of RCP goals. 

Public Education and Outreach 
The City will expand the public and business 
education to include presentations to service clubs in 
the City. 

The City's public outreach and education for the new 
system began with the City Council meetings for 
franchise approval, which were highly publicized, 
and added to what the residents already knew about a 
similar roll-out in nearby Salinas. In addition to 
creating bilingual informational billing inserts, the 
City provided an 888 telephone number for 
answering questions or addressing resident's 
concerns about the new program. The new carts are 
labeled with pictures and text describing the materials 
belonging in each container. 

The hauler, in cooperation with the City of Soledad, 
sends out the billings that include a billing insert 
describing the new and improved recycling services. 
These inserts are provided in both English and 
Spanish. 

Staff agrees with the City's plan to work with the public 
and business sectors will help promote the City's goals and 
increase more effective participation in materials' diversion 
and recycling. Staff also agrees that the outreach and 
education to residents will improve the results of the 
amount of material collected. The City and franchised 
hauler provided the information needed for a smooth and 
success rollout of the new program. 

C&D Ordinance 
The City, Monterey County and the SVSWA are 
doing research to investigate the benefits of 
developing and approving a Countywide C&D 
Resource Recovery Plan. The City will make use of 
the CIWMB Models as a tool to meet local needs and 
to address the kind of C&D generated in the City. 
The C&D Resource Recovery Plan task force has met 
with contractors to solicit feedback on the 
development of a C&D model recovery requirement 
that will be consistent Countywide and encourage 
diversion of C&D materials from landfills in a 
consistent manner. The task force was developed in 
2004 and has been working to develop criteria for a 
countywide C&D diversion program. The task force 
plans to have their model C&D diversion requirement 
completed by 12/31/05 and subsequently take the 
model before each city in the County for approval. 

The City is able to extend resources by working with their 
partner jurisdictions and organizations to do the research 
and development of a Resource Recovery Plan as a team. 
Moreover, by creating a single ordinance document, the 
developers and recyclers can participate in creating and 
using a single document that will be consistent among all 
local jurisdictions. 
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Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  50% 

 
Support Programs  

Procurement Policy 
The City will expand the current policy to all city 
departments. The City currently purchases 30% 
recycled paper, and have a program for recycling ink 
cartridges.   

 
 

 
Staff agrees that the City has made a good start on 
purchasing recycled-content products (RCPs) and now need 
to expand this program to all city departments, offices, 
parks, transportation, etc. and develop a list of  RCP goals.   

Public Education and Outreach 
The City will expand the public and business 
education to include presentations to service clubs in 
the City. 
 
The City’s public outreach and education for the new 
system began with the City Council meetings for 
franchise approval, which were highly publicized, 
and added to what the residents already knew about a 
similar roll-out in nearby Salinas.  In addition to 
creating bilingual informational billing inserts, the 
City provided an 888 telephone number for 
answering questions or addressing resident’s 
concerns about the new program.  The new carts are 
labeled with pictures and text describing the materials 
belonging in each container. 
 
The hauler, in cooperation with the City of Soledad, 
sends out the billings that include a billing insert 
describing the new and improved recycling services.  
These inserts are provided in both English and 
Spanish. 
 

Staff agrees with the City’s plan to work with the public 
and business sectors will help promote the City’s goals and 
increase more effective participation in materials’ diversion 
and recycling.   Staff also agrees that the outreach and 
education to residents will improve the results of the 
amount of material collected.  The City and franchised 
hauler provided the information needed for a smooth and 
success rollout of the new program. 
 

C&D Ordinance 
The City, Monterey County and the SVSWA are 
doing research to investigate the benefits of 
developing and approving a Countywide C&D 
Resource Recovery Plan. The City will make use of 
the CIWMB Models as a tool to meet local needs and 
to address the kind of C&D generated in the City.  
The C&D Resource Recovery Plan task force has met 
with contractors to solicit feedback on the 
development of a C&D model recovery requirement 
that will be consistent Countywide and encourage 
diversion of C&D materials from landfills in a 
consistent manner.  The task force was developed in 
2004 and has been working to develop criteria for a 
countywide C&D diversion program.  The task force 
plans to have their model C&D diversion requirement 
completed by 12/31/05 and subsequently take the 
model before each city in the County for approval. 
 
 

 
The City is able to extend resources by working with their 
partner jurisdictions and organizations to do the research 
and development of a Resource Recovery Plan as a team.  
Moreover, by creating a single ordinance document, the 
developers and recyclers can participate in creating and 
using a single document that will be consistent among all 
local jurisdictions.  
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Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 
The City will investigate the benefits of developing This program will benefit the C&D diversion process by 

C&D sort facilities at Sun Street in Salinas and/or the providing more local facilities for the developers and 

Johnson Canyon Landfill. Alternatively, the City will recyclers to use. These facilities will provide the 

consider establishing another option available with infrastructure needed to ensure the most effective 

current sort lines in operation such as an agreement 
with Monterey Regional Waste Management District 

implementation of the Resource Recovery Plan. 

(MRWMD) to accept C&D from South County. 

Currently, the City is working on an ad hoc basis with 
the developers and C&D recyclers to get as much of 
the C&D materials as possible separated for diversion 
and taken to the MRWMD for diversion. 
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 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 
The City will investigate the benefits of developing  
C&D sort facilities at Sun Street in Salinas and/or the 
Johnson Canyon Landfill.  Alternatively, the City will 
consider establishing another option available with 
current sort lines in operation such as an agreement 
with Monterey Regional Waste Management District 
(MRWMD) to accept C&D from South County. 
Currently, the City is working on an ad hoc basis with 
the developers and C&D recyclers to get as much of 
the C&D materials as possible separated for diversion 
and taken to the MRWMD for diversion.   
 
 
 
 
 

 
This program will benefit the C&D diversion process by 
providing more local facilities for the developers and 
recyclers to use.  These facilities will provide the 
infrastructure needed to ensure the most effective 
implementation of the Resource Recovery Plan. 
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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please complete and sign this request 
sheet and return It to your Office of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional 
Information requested by OLA staff. When all documentation has been received, your OLA representative will work with 
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916) 
341-6199 to be connected to your OLA representative. 

Mail completed documents to: 

California integrated Waste Management Board 
Office of Local Assistance, (MS 25) 
1001 I Street 
PO Box 4025 
Sacramento CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions: 

For a Time Extension complete Sections I, II, Ill-A, IV-A, and V, 

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections I, II, Ill-B, IV-B and V. 

Section I: Jurisdiction Information and Certification 
All respondents must complete this section. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this document 
and that I am authorized to make this certification on behalf of: 

Is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 

Jurisdiction Name 

Soladed 

County 

Monterey 

Authorized Signature Title 

Recycling Coordinator ale,v 05-jigi- e-- 

Type/Print Name of Person Signing 

Alan Styles 

Date 

AprIl 8, 2005 

Phone  

(831) 755-1308 ext. 104 

Person Completing Thle Form (please print or type) 

Alan Styles 

Title 

Recycling Coordinator 

Phone 

(831)755-1308 ext. 104 

-mall Address 

alanst@ci.salinus.oa.us  

Fax 

(831)755-1322 

Mailing Address 

337 Melody Lane 

City 

Salinas 

State 

Ca. 

ZIP Code 

93901 

Urd OZ:ST SOOZ ZT Inf ZZ2T-SSZ-T28:xed 
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Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 

1. Eligibility 
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)? 

❑ No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

1 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

2. Specific Request and Length of Request 

Please specify the request desired. 

1 Time Extension Request 

Specific years requested _2004/2005 

Is this a second request? A No ❑ Yes Specific years requested. _ 
(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

❑ Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

Specific ADR requested %, for the years_ . _ 

Is this a second ADR request? ❑ No ❑ Yes Specific ADR requested %, for the _ 
years _ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction's efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 

Section II—Cover Sheet 

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion 
Requirement (ADR) requested. 
 

1.  Eligibility  
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste 
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1998 if you are 
requesting an ADR)?  

 No.   If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR. 

 
2.  Specific Request and Length of Request 
 

Please specify the request desired. 
 

   Time Extension Request 
 

Specific years requested _2004/2005______________ 
 
Is this a second request?  No   Yes Specific years requested. _     ______________ 

(Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to 
meet the 50% goal by the end of the first extension were not successful.) 

 
   Alternative Diversion Requirement Request (Not allowed for Regional Agencies). 

 
Specific ADR requested _     __________%, for the years_     _________. 
 
Is this a second ADR request?  No    Yes Specific ADR requested _     ____%, for the  
years _     _______ 

(Note: Requests for an additional ADR will need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to meet 
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.) 

 
Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will only be effective in the years from 
January 1, 2000 to January 1, 2006.  An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to 
three years and subsequent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original request or be based on new 
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend 
beyond January 1, 2006. 
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Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's progress in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City of Soledad has been declining in the diversion from 73% in 1999 to 45% in 2003. The decline is due to the 
large amount of growth in population and .development. The City does not have a C&D Ordinance or Permit 
requirement for resource recovery of building materials in place. The current programs need to be re-evaluated 
for the increased population and refined through the AB 939 enhanced services provided by the Salinas Valley 
Solid Waste Authority (SVSWA) to correct the trend. The City has had and continues to have budget issues and 
staffing issues that also contribute to the decline the SVSWA will work and provide resources to help solve this 
issue. The City must establish a C&D Ordinance or Permit requirement for the recovery of building materials 
and enhance their current SRRE programs to address the increase in population move above the 50% 
diversion rate. 

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City of Soledad needs the Time Extension to allow the Salinas Valley Solid Waste Authority to add a C&D 
sorting facility at the Johnson Canyon Landfill or an alternitive site and the City of Soledad to adopt a C&D 
Ordinance or Permit requirement for resource recovery of building materials. The Monterey County Local 
Waste Management Task Force has established a C&D working committee to develop a County wide resource 
Recovery Plan that can be adopted by all Cities. The process of education and development of the documents 
is in progress. A Report will be given to the task force at the quarterly meetings. The Resource Recovery 
Committee has begun the process of meeting with Cities to gather input and support for the Resource 
Recovery Plan for C&D. 

The City of Soledad should refine the current SRRE programs with the help of the SVSWA enhanced AB-939 
services which include public outreach and waste audits.. 

The time extension will allow the City the opportunity to acomplish these tasks. 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

See Attached SRRE programs. 

4. Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 

 
  

 

Section IIIA—TIME EXTENSION 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s progress in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 

Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIA-1). 
1.   Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selected 

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate 
how they will be overcome. 

The City of Soledad has been declining in the diversion from 73% in 1999 to 45% in 2003. The decline is due to the 
large amount of growth in population and .development. The City does not have a C&D Ordinance or Permit 
requirement for resource recovery of building materials in place. The current programs need to be re-evaluated 
for the increased population and refined through the AB 939 enhanced services provided by the Salinas Valley 
Solid Waste Authority (SVSWA) to correct the trend. The City has had and continues to have budget issues and 
staffing issues that also contribute to the decline the SVSWA will work and provide resources to help solve this 
issue. The City must establish a C&D Ordinance or Permit requirement for the recovery of building materials 
and enhance  their current SRRE programs to address the increase in population move above the 50% 
diversion rate. 

 2.  Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of time requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in 
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. 

The City of Soledad needs the Time Extension to allow the Salinas Valley Solid Waste Authority to add a C&D 
sorting facility at the Johnson Canyon Landfill or an alternitive site and the City of Soledad to adopt a C&D 
Ordinance or Permit requirement for resource recovery of building materials. The Monterey County Local 
Waste Management Task Force has established a C&D working committee to develop a County wide resource 
Recovery Plan that can be adopted by all Cities. The process of education and development of the documents 
is in progress. A Report will be given to the task force at the quarterly meetings. The Resource Recovery 
Committee has begun the process of meeting with Cities to gather input and support for the Resource 
Recovery Plan for C&D.  

The City of Soledad should refine the current SRRE programs with the help of the SVSWA enhanced AB-939 
services which include public outreach and waste audits..  

The time extension will allow the City the opportunity to acomplish these tasks. 
3.   Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

See Attached SRRE programs. 

4.   Provide any additional relevant information that supports the request. 
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Based on the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments census the City of Soledad has experienced a 
57.6% increase in population from 1990 to 2000. The population growth rate has continued to increase from 
to 2005. The population increase has led to a large amount of development to accommodate the increase in 
population. 

2000 

   
   

 

Based on the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments census the City of Soledad has experienced a 
57.6% increase in population from 1990 to 2000. The population growth rate has continued to increase from 2000 
to 2005. The population increase has led to a large amount of development to accommodate the increase in 
population. 
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Section 11113—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction's progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates "good faith 
effort." The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction's efforts in demonstrating "good faith 
effort" towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 

  

 

 

Section IIIB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT 

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that 
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith 
effort.”  The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s efforts in demonstrating “good faith 
effort” towards complying with AB 939.  Note: The answers to each question should be 
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s situation. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary—please reference each response to the appropriate cell number (e.g., IIIB-1.). 
1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected 
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate how 
they will be overcome. 

      

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Alternative Diversion Requirement in lieu of a Time Extension? 
 
      

3. Describe your jurisdiction’s Good Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE. 

      

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide 
any relevant information that supports the request. 
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a description 
of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 12% Non-residential % 88% 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board's 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

2030-RC-OSP Expand 

Expand the services to the businesses as they increase 
in number to accommodate the increased population 
associated with the new construction. This will include 
meeting with new businesses, conducting waste audits, 
working as a broker with the businesses on recyclable 
materials, and follow up to insure the diversion programs 
are in place and working. 

SVSWA & City of 
Soledad 

12-31-2005 1% 

2000-RC-CRB New 

In July 2004 a new Franchise Agreement with the hauler 
was implemented to expand from single stream to 
commingled curbside weekly pick up of commingled 
recyclables in the City of Soledad. Customers were 
using crates or their own 32 gallon cans; service has I 
expanded to use of 64 gallong containers. 

Hauler/Residents 
07/2004 2% 

3000-CM-RCG New 

In July 2004 a new franchise agreement included a 
weekly pick up of curbside greenwaste. The hauler has 
provided 96 gallon containers. 

Hauler/Residents 07/2004 2% 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 
5% 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 45% 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPANDED 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

Procurement Policy/Program Expand Expand the policy to all city departments. Currently buying 30% recycled 
paper, and have a program for recycing ink cartridges. 

12/31/2005 

  

 

 

Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION 

A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a)(6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a description 
of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time Extension. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

Residential % 12% Non-residential % 88% 

 
PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the Board’s 
Program Types. The 
Program Glossary is 
online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 
LGCentral/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
 
2030-RC-OSP 

 
 
 
Expand 

Expand the services to the businesses as they increase 
in number to accommodate the increased population 
associated with the new construction.  This will include 
meeting with new businesses, conducting waste audits, 
working as a broker with the businesses on recyclable 
materials, and follow up to insure the diversion programs 
are in place and working. 

 
SVSWA & City of 
Soledad 

 
12-31-2005 

 
1% 

 
 
 
2000-RC-CRB 

 
 
 
New 

In July 2004 a new Franchise Agreement with the hauler 
was implemented to expand from single stream to 
commingled curbside weekly pick up of commingled 
recyclables in the City of Soledad. Customers were 
using crates or their own 32 gallon cans; service has l 
expanded to use of 64 gallong containers. 

 
  
Hauler/Residents 

 
07/2004 

 
2% 

 
 
3000-CM-RCG 

 
 
New 

In July 2004 a new franchise agreement included a 
weekly pick up of curbside greenwaste. The hauler has 
provided 96 gallon containers.  

 
Hauler/Residents 

 
07/2004 

 
2% 

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
5% 

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 45% 

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 50% 

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPANDED 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

 
 
Procurement Policy/Program 

 
Expand 

 
Expand the policy to all city departments. Currently buying 30% recycled 
paper, and have a program for recycing ink cartridges. 

 
12/31/2005 
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Public and Business Education Expand Expand the Public and Business education to include presentations to 
service clubs in the City. The educational outreach for the Resource 
Recovery Plan for C&D will include outreach to the construction industry 
throughout Monterey County. The C&D Resource Recovery Committee 
will be holding input meetings with the Building Exchanges and the 
industry organizations. 

The City's public outreach and education for the new system began with 
the City Council meetings for franchise approval, which were highly 
publicized, and added to what the residents already knew about a similar 
roll-out in nearby Salinas. In addition to creating bilingual informational 
billing inserts, the City provided an 888 telephone number for answering 
questions or addressing resident's concerns about the new program. 
The new carts are labeled with pictures and text describing the materials 
belonging in each container. 

on-going 

C&D Diversion New The City of Soledad, through the Salinas Valley Solid Waste Authority, is 
a member of the Monterey County C&D Resource Recovery Task Force 
(task force) and has been working to develop a Countywide C&D 
Resource Recovery Plan. The task force was developed in 2004 and 
has been working to develop criteria for a countywide C&D diversion 
program. The task force has met with contractors to solicit feedback on 
the development of a C&D model recovery requirement, which will 
require all contractors working countywide to divert C&D materials from 
landfills in a consistent manner. The task force plans to have the model 
C&D recovery requirement completed by December 31, 2005. 

(Upon its completion, each of the cities within the Monterey County will 
take the model C&D recovery requirement to their respective councils for 
adoption and implementation. Although there are several facilities within 
the County that will accept C&D waste for diversion, the Countywide 
Resource Recovery Plan will include a component that comprehensively 
outlines an interim plan identifying the facilities and procedures by which 
the contractors will be required to use and divert C&D materials. In 
addition, as part of a longer-term solution and to support the increased 
diversion of C&D materials, the SVSWA plans to expand C&D sorting 
operations at two other locations.) 

12-31-05 

  

 

 
Public and Business Education 

 
Expand 

 
Expand the Public and Business education to include presentations to 
service clubs in the City.  The educational outreach for the Resource 
Recovery Plan for C&D will include outreach to the construction industry 
throughout Monterey County. The C&D Resource Recovery Committee 
will be holding input meetings with the Building Exchanges and the 
industry organizations.   
The City’s public outreach and education for the new system began with 
the City Council meetings for franchise approval, which were highly 
publicized, and added to what the residents already knew about a similar 
roll-out in nearby Salinas.  In addition to creating bilingual informational 
billing inserts, the City provided an 888 telephone number for answering 
questions or addressing resident’s concerns about the new program.  
The new carts are labeled with pictures and text describing the materials 
belonging in each container. 
 

 
on-going 

 
C&D Diversion 

 
New 

 
The City of Soledad, through the Salinas Valley Solid Waste Authority, is 
a member of the Monterey County C&D Resource Recovery Task Force 
(task force) and has been working to develop a Countywide C&D 
Resource Recovery Plan.  The task force was developed in 2004 and 
has been working to develop criteria for a countywide C&D diversion 
program. The task force has met with contractors to solicit feedback on 
the development of a C&D model recovery requirement, which will 
require all contractors working countywide to divert C&D materials from 
landfills in a consistent manner.  The task force plans to have the model 
C&D recovery requirement completed by December 31, 2005. 
  
(Upon its completion, each of the cities within the Monterey County will 
take the model C&D recovery requirement to their respective councils for 
adoption and implementation.  Although there are several facilities within 
the County that will accept C&D waste for diversion, the Countywide 
Resource Recovery Plan will include a component that comprehensively 
outlines an interim plan identifying the facilities and procedures by which 
the contractors will be required to use and divert C&D materials.  In 
addition, as part of a longer-term solution and to support the increased 
diversion of C&D materials, the SVSWA plans to expand C&D sorting 
operations at two other locations.) 
 

 
12-31-05 
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

Residential % Non-residential % 

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board's Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG  
Central/PARIS/Codes/ 
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 

DIVERSION  

FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs 

Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report 

Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

  

 

 

Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT 

Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use to achieve the ADR. 
Attach additional sheets if necessary.. 

 
Residential %      

 

Non-residential %       

PROGRAM TYPE 

Please use the 
Board’s Program 
Types. The Program 
Glossary is online at: 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LG
Central/PARIS/Codes/
Reduce.htm 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING 
SOURCE 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 

ESTIMATED 
PERCENT 

DIVERSION 

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
 
      

 
 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 
 
      

 
 
      

       
      

 
      

 
      

 Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New and/or Expanded Programs  
      

 Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Report  
      

 Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated  
      

 

PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES 

PROGRAM TYPE 
 
 

NEW or 
EXPAND 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM 
 

DATE FULLY 
COMPLETED 
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Section V — PARIS 

Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction's Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction's 
printout showing updates or revisions. 

PARIS database 

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of 
the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/.  

PARIS, or go to 

  

 

 

Section V – PARIS 
Office of Local Assistance staff will be reviewing your Jurisdiction’s Planning Annual Report 
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should 
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation from the latest Annual 
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction’s PARIS database 
printout showing updates or revisions.  
 
Contact your Office of Local Assistance Representative at (916) 341-6199 for a copy of PARIS, or go to 
the Board’s website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/. 
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Office of Local Assistance Page 1 

Program Listing for Date Printed 

Soledad June 30,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

1000-SR-XGC N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

1010-SR-BCM N Y 2000 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO 
Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Business Waste Reduction Program 

1030-SR-PMT N N 1995 Al AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
Procurement 

1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

2000-RC-CRB N N 1997 PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Curbside 

2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Drop-Off 

2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Buy-Back 

2030-RC-OSP N Y 1997 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial On-Site Pickup 

2040-RC-SFH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Soledad June 30,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 1000-SR-XGC N Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Xeriscaping/Grasscycling 

 1010-SR-BCM N Y 2000 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 NI 5 SI SO SO 
 Backyard and On-Site Composting/Mulching 

 1020-SR-BWR Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Business Waste Reduction Program 

 1030-SR-PMT N N 1995 AI AO AO AO AO AO AO AO 
 Procurement 

 1060-SR-MTE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Material Exchange, Thrift Shops 

 2000-RC-CRB N N 1997 PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Curbside 

 2010-RC-DRP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Drop-Off 

 2020-RC-BYB Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Buy-Back 

 2030-RC-OSP N Y 1997 NI 99 NI 99 SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial On-Site Pickup 

 2040-RC-SFH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut
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Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

2050-RC-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
School Recycling Programs 

2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1987 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Government Recycling Programs 

2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

2090-RC-OTH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Other Recycling 

3000-CM-RCG N N 1997 PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

3010-CM-RSG N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

3030-CM-CSG N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

3060-CM-GOV N N 1997 PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
Government Composting Programs 

4000-SP-ASH Y Y 1991 DE DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
Ash 

4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Soledad June 30,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 2050-RC-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 School Recycling Programs 

 2060-RC-GOV Y Y 1987 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Government Recycling Programs 

 2070-RC-SNL Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Special Collection Seasonal (regular) 

 2090-RC-OTH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Other Recycling 

 3000-CM-RCG N N 1997 PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Residential Curbside Greenwaste Collection 

 3010-CM-RSG N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Residential Self-haul Greenwaste 

 3030-CM-CSG N Y 1997 PF PF SI SO SO SO SO SO 
 Commercial Self-Haul Greenwaste 

 3060-CM-GOV N N 1997 PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 Government Composting Programs 

 4000-SP-ASH Y Y 1991 DE DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
 Ash 

 4010-SP-SLG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Sludge (sewage/industrial) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
StrikeOut

callen
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Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Tires 

4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
White Goods 

4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Scrap Metal 

4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Wood Waste 

4060-SP-CAR N N 1998 PF PF PF Al AO AO AO AO 
Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Rendering 

5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

5020-ED-OUT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards, 
fairs, field trips) 

5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Schools (education and curriculum) 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 

Board Meeting      Agenda Item 23 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 4020-SP-TRS Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Tires 

 4030-SP-WHG Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 White Goods 

 4040-SP-SCM Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Scrap Metal 

 4050-SP-WDW Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Wood Waste 

 4060-SP-CAR N N 1998 PF PF PF AI AO AO AO AO 
 Concrete/Asphalt/Rubble 

 4090-SP-RND Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Rendering 

 5000-ED-ELC Y Y 1991 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Electronic (radio ,TV, web, hotlines) 

 5010-ED-PRN Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Print (brochures, flyers, guides, news articles) 

 5020-ED-OUT N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Outreach (tech assistance, presentations, awards,  
 fairs, field trips) 

 5030-ED-SCH N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Schools (education and curriculum) 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Program Listing for Date Printed 

Soledad June 30,2005 

Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Economic Incentives 

6020-PI-ORD Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Ordinances 

7000-FR-MRF N N 1997 PF PF Al AO AO AO AO AO 
MRF 

7010-FR-LAN N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Landfill 

7030-FR-CMF N Y 1998 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO 
Composting Facility 

8010-TR-BIO Y Y 1990 DE DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
Biomass 

9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1987 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Permanent Facility 

9010-HH-MPC Y Y 2000 SO SO SO SO D 99 SI SO SO 
Mobile or Periodic Collection 

9030-HH-WSE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Waste Exchange 

9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
Education Programs 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 
or 

4 = Insufficient funding. 
5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 6010-PI-EIN N Y 1995 SI SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Economic Incentives 

 6020-PI-ORD Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Ordinances 

 7000-FR-MRF N N 1997 PF PF AI AO AO AO AO AO 
 MRF 

 7010-FR-LAN N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Landfill 

 7030-FR-CMF N Y 1998 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 NI 4, 5 SI SO SO SO SO 
 Composting Facility 

 8010-TR-BIO Y Y 1990 DE DE DE DE DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 DE 99 
 Biomass 

 9000-HH-PMF Y Y 1987 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Permanent Facility 

 9010-HH-MPC Y Y 2000 SO SO SO SO D 99 SI SO SO 
 Mobile or Periodic Collection 

 9030-HH-WSE Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Waste Exchange 

 9040-HH-EDP Y Y 1990 SO SO SO SO SO SO SO SO 
 Education Programs 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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Pre 1995 1995  1996  1997  1998  1999  2000  2001  2002  
Program Code Existed Sicted? Start Status Status Status Status Status Status Status Status 

9050-H H-OTH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA Al AO AO 
Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

Status Code Legend Reason Code 
SO = Selected Ongoing D = Dropped 1 = Delays in bringing diversion facilities 6 = Lack of cooperation from other entities. 
AO = Alternative Ongoing DE = Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 = Sufficient diversion without selected 
SI = Selected Implemented NI = Selected and Not Implemented 2 = Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. 
AI = Alternative Implemented PF = Planned Future 3 = Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 = Lack of markets necessary to support 
M = Regional Agency did not exist NA = Program did not exist 4 = Insufficient funding. 
or 5 = Insufficient staffing. 

Application: PARIS city was not incorporated or 
city 
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 Program Listing for Date Printed 
 Soledad June 30,2005 

 Pre 1995 ------ 1995 ------ ------ 1996 ------ ------ 1997 ------ ------ 1998 ------ ------ 1999 ------ ------ 2000 ------ ------ 2001 ------ ------ 2002 ------ 
Program Code Existed Slcted? Start  Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   Status   
 9050-HH-OTH N N 2000 NA NA NA NA NA AI AO AO 
 Other HHW 

Add any additional programs below 

 Status Code Legen  Reason Code  d SO =  Selected Ongoing D   =  Dropped 1 =  De ys in bringing diversion facilities  6 =  Lack of cooperation from other entities. la AO =  Alternative Ongoing DE =  Dropped in Earlier Year online. 7 =  Sufficient diversion without selected   SI   =  Selected Implemented NI  =  Selected and N  Implemented 2 =  Unavoidable regulatory delays. program. ot AI   =  Alternative Implemented PF  =  Planned Future 3 =  Existing contractual or legal problems. 8 =  Lack of markets necessary to support   M   =  Regional Agency did not exist NA  = Program did not exist 4 =  Insufficient funding.    or 5 =  Insufficient staffing. 
A city 

pplication:  PARIS            city was not incorporated or  
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-215 (Revised) 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Soledad, 
Monterey County 

WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 

WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Soledad, Monterey County has submitted a completed SB1066 Time 
Extension application with the information and documentation required; 

WHEREAS, based on its review of the City's SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
of Soledad has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 
50 percent diversion requirement, and agrees with the City's proposed Plan of Correction; 

WHEREAS, based upon testimony and discussion at the Sustainability and Market 
Development Committee, the Board believes that the City should not have to wait for 
development of a Countywide Model Construction and Demolition (C & D) ordinance before 
adopting its own C & D ordinance; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Soledad's 
SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the 
programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED the Board recommends that the City 
implement a C & D ordinance without waiting for development of a Countywide Model C & D 
ordinance.  

(over) 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 

Page (2005-215 (Revised)) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-215 (Revised) 

Consideration Of The Application For A SB1066 Time Extension By The City Of Soledad, 
Monterey County 
 
WHEREAS, in 1997, Senate Bill (SB) 1066 modified PRC Section 41820 and Section 41785 
for multiple year and multiple requests from jurisdictions for Time Extensions or Alternative 
Diversion Requirements in meeting the 50 percent diversion requirement; and 
 

 
WHEREAS, the Board developed an application intended to provide guidance on the 
information and documentation that is needed to meet the requirements identified in PRC 
Sections 41820 and 41785, and approved the application on May 23, 2000; and 
 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Soledad, Monterey County has submitted a completed SB1066 Time 
Extension application with the information and documentation required;  
 
 
WHEREAS, based on its review of the City’s SB 1066 application, Board staff believes the City 
of Soledad has been implementing diversion programs selected in its Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element, and agrees with the City that it nevertheless needs more time to achieve the 
50 percent diversion requirement, and agrees with the City’s proposed Plan of Correction;  
 
 
WHEREAS, based upon testimony and discussion at the Sustainability and Market 
Development Committee, the Board believes that the City should not have to wait for 
development of a Countywide Model Construction and Demolition (C & D) ordinance before 
adopting its own C & D ordinance; 
  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby accepts the City of Soledad’s 
SB 1066 application for a time extension through December 31, 2005, to implement the 
programs identified in the Plan of Correction and to meet the 50 percent diversion requirement. 
  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED the Board recommends that the City 
implement a C & D ordinance without waiting for development of a Countywide Model C & D 
ordinance;
 

(over) 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the City to 



report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report. 

CERTIFICATION 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

Page (2005-215 (Revised)) 
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report on its progress in implementing its Plan of Correction in an interim status report, and a 
final report at the end of the extension in its Annual Report.  
 

CERTIFICATION 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 24 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Five-Year Report Of The Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan 
For The City And County Of San Francisco 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City and County of San Francisco completed the five-year review of its Countywide 
Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP) required under Public Resources Code 
(PRC) Sections 41770 and 41822, and submitted its fmdings to the Board in a Five-Year 
CIWMP Review Report (Report). The City/County's Report concludes that a revision to 
the CIWMP was not necessary at the time of review. California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) staff conducted a review of this report and concurs with the 
City/County that a revision is not necessary at this time. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
No previous Board action has been taken on this item. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the City/County's Five-Year CIWMP Review Report findings that a 

revision is not necessary. 
2. Disapprove the City/County's Five-Year CIWMP Review Report findings and 

identify necessary revisions. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends (Option 1) approve the City/County's Five-Year CIWMP 
Review Report fmdings that a revision is not necessary. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
Board staff has 90 days to review this document and bring it before the Board for 
approval or disapproval. The Report was delivered to the Board on March 2005. The 
City/County has been made aware that the item will be heard at the Board's August 16- 
17, 2005 Meeting, which falls over the initial 90 day due date (statute and regulations do 
not provide for automatic approval if the deadline is missed). 

1. Background 
Existing law (PRC Section 41770) states that "each countywide or regional agency 
integrated waste management plan, and the elements thereof, shall be reviewed, 
revised, if necessary, and submitted to the Board every five years in accordance with 
the schedule set forth under Chapter 7 (commencing with Section 41800)." The 
requirements of this review are further articulated in Title 14 of the California Code 
of Regulations (14 CCR), Section 18788, that is, 

When preparing the CIWMP or RAIWMP Review Report the county or 
regional agency shall address at least the following: 
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AGENDA ITEM 24 

ITEM 
Consideration Of The Five-Year Report Of The Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan 
For The City And County Of San Francisco 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The City and County of San Francisco completed the five-year review of its Countywide 
Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP) required under Public Resources Code 
(PRC) Sections 41770 and 41822, and submitted its findings to the Board in a Five-Year 
CIWMP Review Report (Report). The City/County’s Report concludes that a revision to 
the CIWMP was not necessary at the time of review. California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (Board) staff conducted a review of this report and concurs with the 
City/County that a revision is not necessary at this time. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
No previous Board action has been taken on this item. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the City/County’s Five-Year CIWMP Review Report findings that a 

revision is not necessary.   
2.  Disapprove the City/County’s Five-Year CIWMP Review Report findings and  

identify necessary revisions. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Board staff recommends (Option 1) approve the City/County’s Five-Year CIWMP 
Review Report findings that a revision is not necessary. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Board staff has 90 days to review this document and bring it before the Board for 
approval or disapproval.  The Report was delivered to the Board on March 2005.  The 
City/County has been made aware that the item will be heard at the Board’s August 16-
17, 2005 Meeting, which falls over the initial 90 day due date (statute and regulations do 
not provide for automatic approval if the deadline is missed). 
 

1.  Background
Existing law (PRC Section 41770) states that “each countywide or regional agency 
integrated waste management plan, and the elements thereof, shall be reviewed, 
revised, if necessary, and submitted to the Board every five years in accordance with 
the schedule set forth under Chapter 7 (commencing with Section 41800).”  The 
requirements of this review are further articulated in Title 14 of the California Code 
of Regulations (14 CCR), Section 18788, that is, 

 
When preparing the CIWMP or RAIWMP Review Report the county or 
regional agency shall address at least the following: 
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"(A) changes in demographics in the county or regional agency; 
(B) changes in quantities of waste within the county or regional agency; 
(C) changes in funding sources for administration of the Siting Element and 

Summary Plan; 
(D) changes in administrative responsibilities; 
(E) programs that were scheduled to be implemented but were not, a statement 

as to why they were not implemented, the progress of programs that were 
implemented, a statement as to whether programs are meeting their goals, 
and if not what contingency measures are being enacted to ensure 
compliance with Public Resources Code section 41751; 

(F) changes in permitted disposal capacity, and quantities of waste disposed of 
in the county or regional agency; 

(G) changes in available markets for recyclable materials; and 
(H) changes in the implementation schedule." 

All of the above listed items were adequately addressed in the City/County's Report. 
For additional information on these items, please see the City/County's 5-Year 
CIWMP Review Report (Attachment 1). 

2. Basis for staff's analysis 
Staffs analysis is based upon the information below. 

The City/County of San Francisco is an urban area and serves as the heart of the 
Central California Bay Area. 

Demographics: The City/County has experienced a 9 percent growth in population 
between 1990 and 2003, countywide. On a countywide level, employment decreased 
4 percent from 1990 to 2003. The dollar value of taxable sales transactions increased 
34 percent and the Consumer Price Index increased 49 percent from 1990 and 2003. 
The 2003 percentages of single-family and multi-family homes for the City/County 
have not changed significantly since 1990. 

While population has increased slightly, employment has decreased slightly. The 
increase in taxable sales is largely explained by the CPI increase. Dwellings do not 
change much because San Francisco is a dense, built-out city. As a result, the 
City/County report that these minimal demographic changes do not necessitate a 
revision to the elements comprising the CIWMP. Upon review of the data in the 
City/County's report and individual Annual Reports, staff agrees with the 
City/County's assessment." 

Waste Disposal: Increases in waste disposal from 1995 to 2001 ranged from 684,025 
tons to 856,114. In 2002, disposal declined to 702,039 and 2003 disposal declined to 
625,293 which is below their 1990 base year disposal of 667,000. The City/County is 
making progress in implementing their SRRE and achieving the diversion 
requirements. The City/County applied for a 1066 time extension which ended in 
December 2003. Since then, the City/County has established a 2002 new base year 
which the Board approved in April of 2005. With the City/County's approved 2002 
new base year, the preliminary diversion rate for 2003 (using the Board's Adjustment 
Method Diversion Rate Calculator adjusted for biomass and disposal deductions) is 
67 percent. Additionally, it still has 15 years of remaining disposal capacity. 
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Although disposal tonnages vary from those originally projected in the SRRE, 
programs implemented by the City/County are making progress in meeting and 
maintaining the diversion requirements and the City/County is maintaining 15 years 
of disposal capacity. 

Funding Sources: The funding source for the administration of the Countywide 
Siting Element and Countywide Summary Plan has not changed. The City/County 
administration of diversion programs is funded almost entirely through an Impound 
Account. The funding source for the impound account remains stable. Upon review 
of the data in the County's report and its Annual Reports, staff agrees with the 
County's assessment. 

Administrative Responsibilities: The Solid Waste Management Program has been 
merged into the Department of the Environment. These changes have been updated 
in the applicable Annual Reports and therefore do not necessitate a revision to any of 
the County's planning documents. 

Program Implementation: The Board receives updates on program implementation 
under cover of the Annual Reports. Specifically, PARIS includes updates regarding 
programs not implemented, including the reason, alternative programs, planned 
programs, etc. All programs selected in the CIWMP have been implemented, as well 
as several alternative programs. Office of Local Assistance staff have visited the 
jurisdiction and verified program implementation. The goals and objectives the 
City/County included in the original CIWMP continue to form the basis of the 
County's program planning. 

The City/County determined that changes to the implementation schedule are 
sufficiently updated in the Annual Reports to the Board and do not necessitate a 
revision to any of the planning documents that comprise the CIWMP. Board staff 
concurs with this finding. 

Disposal Capacity: The CIWMB's Disposal Reporting System reports that the 
City/County disposal occurs at 24 landfills with Altamont (through franchise 
agreements) being the main capacity provider. The City/County reports that they have 
an existing and planned disposal capacity in excess of 15 years. 

Markets For Recyclables: The City/County has worked to maintain and expand 
markets, and helped develop markets ranging from used electronics to mattresses. 

The City/County determined that any such changes to markets do not warrant a 
revision to any of the planning documents. Upon review of the County's Report and 
the Annual Reports for the County, Board staff concurs with this determination. 

Implementation Schedule: Changes in the implementation schedules have occurred 
and the City/County have updated accordingly the status of program implementation 
in their respective Annual Reports. San Francisco received a Board approved time 
extension through 2003 and submitted generation-based studies documenting over 50 
percent diversion for 2001 on. The City/County states that the adequacy of the 
CIWMP was not affected. Board staff concurs with this assessment. 
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Other Changes: The following are other notable changes since the Board approved 
the CIWMP: 
1. There has been Board approval of one amendment to the City/County's NDFE. 

Annual Reports: Title 14, CCR Sections 18794.3 and 18794.4 require jurisdictions to 
address in their Annual Reports the adequacy of, or the need to revise, the Solid 
Waste Generation Study or any other component of the Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element (SRRE), Household Hazardous Waste Element, and Nondisposal 
Facility Element, and for the county or regional agency to address the adequacy of, or 
the need to revise, the Countywide Siting Element or Summary Plan. PRC Section 
41821 (d) provides that the Board shall use the Annual Report in its determination of 
whether a jurisdiction's SRRE needs to be revised. Additionally, Title 14, CCR 
Section 18794 states the Annual Report will serve as a basis for determining if any of 
the planning documents need to be revised to reflect new or changed local and 
regional solid waste management programs, facilities, and other conditions. 

Upon review of the Annual Report data for the City/County regarding the adequacy 
of the planning documents, Board staff did not find information to support the need 
to revise any of the elements of the City/County's CIWMP. 

The goals, objectives and policies in San Francisco's elements, as updated, are still 
applicable and consistent with PRC Sections 40051 and 40052. There have not been 
significant changes that affect countywide solid waste management. Any minor 
changes have been addressed in Annual Reports, generation-based studies and a 
Time Extension. Therefore, no revisions to any planning documents are necessary. 

3. Findings 
The City/County has determined that no revisions to the CIWMP are necessary at 
this time. Board staff conducted a review of the City/County's Report and the 
applicable Annual Reports, and concurs with the City/County's fmdings. 

B.  Environmental Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues related 
to this item. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
Not applicable to this item. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
Not applicable to this item. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F.  Legal Issues 
As discussed above, this item represents the process for reviewing and revising, if 
necessary, the countywide integrated waste management plan, and the elements 
thereof, as required by PRC Section 41770. It also represents the process for the 
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Board to review and either approve or disapprove the findings of the local 
countywide review 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

VI.  

2000 Census Data — Demographics for the City/County ofSan Francisco 
% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 

American 
% Asian % Pacific 

Islander 
% Other 

43.6 14.1 7.6 0.3 30.7 0.5 0.3 

2000 Census Data — Economic Data for the City/County of San Fransico* 
Median annual income ** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

55,221 80,325 11.3 

VII.  

*Countywide 
**Per Household 
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Board to review and either approve or disapprove the findings of the local 
countywide review

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 

2000 Census Data – Demographics for the City/County of San Francisco 
% White % Hispanic % Black % Native 

American 
% Asian % Pacific 

Islander 
% Other 

43.6 14.1 7.6 0.3 30.7 0.5 0.3 
 

2000 Census Data – Economic Data for the City/County of San Fransico*  
Median annual income ** Mean (average) income** % Individuals below poverty level 

55,221 80,325 11.3 
*Countywide 
**Per Household 

 
• Environmental Justice Issues.  Environmental Justice Issues.  The City and County 

of San Francisco has an Environmental Justice Program.  The City and County of San 
Francisco Department of the Environment (SFE) Environmental Justice (EJ) Program 
supports the position that all residents are entitled to a healthy and safe environment 
independent of where they live or their status.  The primary focus of the EJ program is 
in addressing the environmental concerns of the Bayview Hunters Point and Potrero 
Hill communities that are unduly burdened from existing power plants, and other 
facilities.  The SFE EJ grant program has awarded $8 million of the $13 million 
appropriation to community groups to address, and to improve their capacity to address 
related environmental concerns.  The EJ program coordinates with other programs 
within SFE to incorporate EJ awareness and perspectives in execution and planning of 
projects.  The EJ and Recycling programs are collaborating to increase waste diversion 
in the EJ impacted communities.  

• Efforts at Environmental Justice Outreach.  Public outreach, school education and 
technical assistance are conducted by the City/County in person and using all 
appropriate media including:  newspaper ads, bus signs, direct mail flyers, utility bill 
inserts, cinema slides, the “hotline”, PSA’s, T.V and radio.  Outreach is done in 
multiple languages, including Cantonese and Spanish, and with the help of trade 
associations, community groups and contractors. 

• Project Benefits.  There is no project related to this item. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan goal 2, objective 3 (Support local jurisdictions’ 
ability to reach and maintain California’s waste diversion mandates), strategy D 
(Assess and assist local governments’ efforts to implement programs and reduce 
disposal, taking corrective action as needed), by evaluating the County’s assessment 
of the continued relevancy of its planning elements. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Five-year CIWMP Review Report for the City and County of San Francisco 
2. Resolution Number 2005-216 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Kathy Davis Phone: (916) 341-6263 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 

A. Support 
City and County of San Francisco 

B. Opposition 
No known opposition. 
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Five—Year CIWMP/RAIWMP Review Report 

Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41770 and 41822, and Title 14, 
(CCR) Section 18788 require that each countywide or regional agency integrated 
(CIWMP/RAIWMP), and the elements thereof, be reviewed, revised. if 
California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) every five years. 
Review Report template was developed in an effort to provide a cost-effective 
Five-CIWMP/RAfWMP review and reporting process. The purpose of 
Review Report template is to document compliance with these regulatory 
and to request Board approval of the Five-CIWMP or RAIWMP Review 

After reviewing and considering the Local Task Force (LTF) comments 
agency and the Board on areas of the CIWMP or RAIWMP that need revision, 
agency may use this template for its Five-CIWMP or RAIWMP Review 
Regional Agency Integrated Waste Management Review Report Guidelines 

Template 

California Code of Regulations 
waste management plan 

necessary, and submitted to the 
This Five-CIWMP/RAIVVMP 

method to streamline the 
this Five-CIWMP/RAIWMP 

review and reporting requirements 
Report findings. 

submitted to the county or regional 
if any, the county or regional 

Report. The Five-County or 

• 

describe each section of this 
and signed reports 

Please know that upon 
this form are not clear or 

Review Report, OLA 
consideration. 

to complete this form, 
Five- - 

template and provide general guidelines with respect 
should be submitted to the Office of Local Assistance 
submittal, OLA staff may request additional information 
are not complete. Within 90 days of receiving a 
staff will review the request and prepare an agenda 

If you have any questions about the Five-CIWMP/RAIWMP 
please contact your OLA representative at (916) 
CIWMP/RAIWMP Review Reports to: 

California Integrated Waste Management 
Office of Local Assistance, MS-25 
P. O. Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 95812-4025 

General Instructions 
Please complete Sections 1 through 9, and then all other 

to preparing the report. Completed 
(OLA) at the address below. 

if the details provided in 
complete Five-CIWMP/RAIWMP 

item with their findings for Board 

Review process or how 
341-6199. Mail completed and signed 

Board Form can be unlocked and modified (e.g., adding rows to 
tables) by clicking on the "Protect Form" icon in the 
forms tool bar. If you have any questions, 
please contact your OLA representative at 

L ' (916)341-6199. 

applicable subsections. 
„sEcTreof "' . REGIONAL AGENCYPO 110 

and that I 
on behalf 

am 
of: 

authorized I certify that the information in this document is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, 
to complete this report and request approval of the C1WMP or RAIWMP Five-Review Report 
County or Regional Agency Name 
City and County of San Francisco 

County 
San Francisco 

Authorized Signature ___.....„( (-- 
-1

-  ,----- 

Title 
Director, SF Environment 

Type/Print Name of erson Signi g 
Jared Blumenfeld 

Date 
2/28/05 

Phone 
(415) 355-3701 

Person Completing This Form (please print or type) 
Robert Haley 

,.. 

Title 
Recycling Program 
Manager 

Phone 
(415) 355-3752 

Mailing Address 
11 Grove Street 

City 

_ San Francisco 
State 
CA 

Zip 
94102 

E-mail Address 
robert.haleyii)sfgov.org  
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This is 
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El 

Additional 
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thereafter. 
requested 

extension. 

Agenda Item 24 
2005 Attachment 1 

2.0 BACKGROUND 

the county's first Five—Review Report since the approval of the CIWMP or RAIWMP. 

in the county include the City and County of San Francisco. 

Each jurisdiction in the county has a diversion requirement of 50% for 2000 and each year 
No petition for a reduction in to the 50% requirement or time extension has been 

by any of the jurisdictions. 

One or more of the jurisdictions in the county has an alternative diversion requirement or time 
The details are provided in the table below. 

Jurisdiction 'Type of Alternative Diversiori 
Requirement 

Diversion 
Requirement 

(%) 

Goal/Extension 
Date 

San Francisco Time Extension 50% 2001-2003 
Click here for drop down menu 
Click here for drop down menu 
Click here for drop down menu 
Click here for drop down menu 

Information (e.g., recent regional agency formation, newly incorporated city, etc.) 

• 
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SECTION 3.0 LOCAL TASK FORCE REVIEW 

1. The Local Task Force (LTF) includes the following members: 
❑ Please see Attachment for additional information. 

Name Representative Of (e.g., City or County) 

2. In accordance with Title 14 CCR, 
included in the CIWMP or RAIWMP 

Fl At the LTF meeting. 
exempt from forming a Local 

Section 18788, the LTF reviewed each element and plan 
and finalized its comments: 

[El Other (Explain): San Francisco is statutorily 
Task Force. 

3. The county received the written comments from the LTF on , beginning the 45-day period 
for submitting the Five—CIWMP/RAIWMP Review Report to the Board and the LTF. 

4. A copy of the LTF comments: 

❑ is included as Appendix . 

❑ was submitted to the Board on . 

5. In summary, the LTF comments conclude that 

,.. 0. 
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SECTION 4.0 TITLE 14, CALIFORNIA CODE of REGULATIONS SECTION 18788 (3) 
(A) THROUGH (H) 

The subsections below address not only the areas of change specified in the regulations, but also 
provide specific analysis regarding the continued adequacy the planning documents in light of those 
changes, including a determination as to whether each necessitates a revision to one or more of the 
planning documents. 

Section 4.1 Changes in Demographics in the County or Regional Agency 
The following tables document the demographic changes in the county since 1990. The analysis 
addresses the adequacy of the planning documents in light of these changes and the need, if any, for 
revision. 

[s] The residential/non-residential generation percentages have not changed significantly since 
the preparation of the planning documents. 

0 The residential/non-residential generation percentages have changed significantly since the 
preparation of the original planning documents. The following table documents the new 
percentages and the data source (i.e., corresponding Board-approved new generation study). 

Table 1. Sources of Generation 

JURISDICTION 
RESIDENTIAL 
PERCENTAGE 

NON-RESIDENTIAL 
PERCENTAGE 

OLD NEW OLD NEW 
A 

City of 
City of 
City of 
City of 
Unincorporated Area 

Sources (e.g., Board-approved new or corrected 1999 generation study): 
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Table 2. Demogaphics* 1  
POPULATION 

Population For Each Jurisdiction 
..._ 

um.imir.•Faii., 
1990 2003 

.... 
% Change 

City of Population  
City of Population  
City of Population _ 
City of Population i _ 
Unincorporated Population 
Countywide Po oulation 723,959 789,700 +9% 

EMPLOYMENT 

Employment Factor For Each Jurisdiction 1990 2003 % Change 
LCountywide Employment 389,900 1 375,600 -4% 

TAXABLE SALES TRANSACTIONS 

Taxable Sales Factor For Each Jurisdiction 
1 

1990 2003 % Change  

City of Taxable Sales 
City of Taxable Sales 
City of Taxable Sales 
City of Taxable Sales 
Unincorporated County Taxable Sales 

Countywide Taxable Sales Transactions 8,596,454,000 11,496,746,00 
0 +34% 

Consumer Price Index 

Statewide Consumer Price Index 1990 2003 (Y0 Change 

[ 132.1 196.4 +49% 
Source: Board's Default Adjustment Factors 

(hup://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/I,GTools/DivMeasure/.1uAdjFac.asp)  El Other: SF CPI from CIWMB website. 

• 0 
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Table 3. Dwelling Information 
1, ---Arifill 

Jurisdiction 

1990 
Single 
Family 

Dwellings 

2003 
Single 
Family 

Dwellings; 

% 
Change 

Click 
Multi- 
Family 

Dwellings 

2003 
Multi- 
Family 

Dwellings 

% 
Change 

Click 
Mobile 
Homes 

c. . 

2003 
Mobile 
Homes 

% 
Change 

San Francisco 100,000 100,000 0% 133,000 133,000 0% 0 0 0% 
1 / 

i Now. 

Source: City and Norcal Waste Systems 

The basis 

Specifically, 

explained 
much because 

Changes in 
Changes in 
Regional Agency 

in Quantities 

changes 

changes 

has increased 

estimates. 

do 

by the 
San Francisco 

Quantities 
Permitted 

of Waste 

not warrant a revision 
is provided 

to one 

has 
and decrease 

dense, built-out 

within the 
Capacity 

County or 

a revision 

employment 

to any of the countywide 
below. 

or more of the countywide 

decreased slightly. The 
in employment. 

city. 

County or Regional 
and Waste Disposed 

Regional Agency (as 

planning 

planning 

increase in taxable 
Dwellings do not 

Agency; and 
in the County or 

it relates to diversion 

SRRE projections. 
in Table 6 below 

mandates. The 
(e.g., how 
of waste) 

and the need, if any, 

Analysis 

13 I. These demographic 
documents. 

n These demographic 
documents. 

While population 
sales is largely 
change 

Section 4.2 

I. Changes 

for this determination 

warrant 

slightly, 

. 

CPI increase 
is a 

of Waste 
Disposal 

within the 
program implementation) 

The data below document changes in reported disposal compared to original 
Additionally, the Biennial Review findings for each jurisdiction are provided 
to demonstrate progress in implementing the SRRE and achieving diversion 
analysis at the end of this section addresses how these changes are being addressed 
existing, new or planned programs deal with the reported changes in the quantities 
relative to the jurisdictions' ability to meet and maintain the diversion goal 
for a revision to one or more of the planning documents. 

..- 
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Disposal 
The following table provides disposal data for the county from the Solid Waste Generation Study 
(1990) and each jurisdiction's Annual Reports (1995 through 2002). 

Year 1990 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

City of 
City of 
City of 
City of 
Uni. County 
Countywide 667,00 

0 
684,02 

5 
702,59 

6 
791,13 

6 
887,07 

8 
806,69 

2 
872,73 

1 
856,11 

4 
758,74 

7 

Table 4. Disposal Totals (Tons) 

Sources (e.g., the Board's Jurisdiction Disposal and Alternative Daily Cover Tons by Facility 
htto://www.ciwmb.ca.v,ov/LCCentralidrs/reports/JurDspFa.asp, Single-year Countywide Origin Detail at 
http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/drs/reports/Orgin/WFOrgin.aso):  DRS. Class II waste not yet 
approved by CIWM13 (e.g., 75,469 tons in 2001 and 56,735 tons in 2002) is not subtracted out 
above. 

Table 5. Comparison of SRRE-2000 Projected Disposal Tonnage vs. 2000 Disposal Totals 
The following table is a comparison of the SRRE-projected disposal tonnage to the 2000 disposal 
tonnage reported for each jurisdiction. 

Jurisdiction SRRE 2003 
Projected 

Disposal 2003 
Reported 

% Difference 

City of 
City of 
City of 
City of 
Unincorporated County 
Countywide 457,969 625,293 37% 

Sources (e.g., the Board's Jurisdiction Disposal and Alternative Daily Cover Tons by Facility 
http:11www.ciwmb.ca.govILGCentral/drsireports/JurDspFa.asp, Single-year Countywide Origin Detail at 
hun://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/drsireports/Orgin/WFOrgin.asp):  DRS (less 93,638 tons of class H 
waste) and SWGS table 4-12. 

• 
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Diversion 
The Biennial Review findings for the county and associated cities are listed in Table 6 to 
demonstrate each jurisdiction's progress in implementing its SRRE and achieving the mandated 
diversion requirements. Additionally, following these data is an explanation of any significant 
changes in diversion rate trends (e.g., report year tonnage modification, new or corrected Solid 
Waste Generation Study, newly implemented programs). 

Table 6. Biennial Review Data for County Jurisdictions ( 1997 to 2002 ) 

Jurisdiction Diversion 
Rate Biennial Review Status 

1997 F 33% Board Approved 

Click here for drop do % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop dow % 
/Mk 11111111•111111 \ 

Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 

Countywide Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop dow 
7 Iv 

% Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop do % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop do % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop do % Click here for drop down menu 

1998 40% Board Approved 

Click here for drop do % Click here for drop down menu 
v vi 

Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 

Countywide Click here for drop dow % 
4M 

Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop do I % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop do % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 

... 
Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 

Countywide 1999 42% Board Approved 

Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 
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r 

- - 

Jurisdiction Year 
Diversion 

Rate Biennial Review Status 

Click here for drop down 
I 

% Click here for drop down menu 
_ 

Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down' % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down 
IN 

% Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down % 
--- 

I Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

2000 46% Board Approved Time Extension 

Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down I % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

Countywide Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down! 
I 

% Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down 
_._. 

% Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down' % Click here for drop down menu 

2001 52% Biennial Review Not Completed Yet 
Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down 
I 

% Click here for drop down menu 
Click here for drop down i % i i Click here for drop down menu 

Countywide Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 
Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

_ _ _ __I _i — 
Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 
Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here fordrop dow % Click here for drop down menu 
Click here for drop do % Click here for drop down menu 

Countywide 2002 63% Biennial Review Not Completed Yet NBY 
Click here for drop dow % Click here for drop down menu 

Y  
Click here for drop downy % I Click here for drop down menu I 
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W  

Jurisdiction Year 
A  

Diversion 
Biennial Review Status Rate 

Click here for drop dow % 
1 II\ 

I A 
Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop down % 
A 

Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop do % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here here for drop do % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop do % Click here for drop down menu 

Click here for drop dowr % Click here for drop down menu 

_Alkis....  
Click here for drop down % Click here for drop down menu 

Sources (e.g., the Board's Countywide, Regionwide, and 
ili.... 

Statewide Jurisdiction Diversion Progress Report 
httn://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/I,GTools/MARS/jurdrsta.asp):  CIW11413'iivaisite acid "submitted generation- 
based studies, disposal corrections and biomass credits for 2001 and 2002: 

Explanation of Disposal and Diversion Rate Trends (if applicable) 

A. These changes in quantities of waste, as they relate the meeting and maintaining the 
mandated diversion goals, do not warrant a revision to any of the countywide planning 
documents. The basis for this determination is provided in the analysis section below. 

❑ These changes in quantities of waste, as they relate the meeting and maintaining the 
mandated diversion goals, warrant a revision to one or more of the countywide planning 
documents. Specifically, . 

2. Changes in Permitted Disposal Capacity and Quantities of Waste Disposed in the County or 
Regional Agency 

The following addresses whether changes in permitted disposal capacity and waste quantities 
(both imported from out of county and generated in the county) affect the county's ability to 
maintain 15 years of disposal capacity and includes a determination regarding the need for 
planning document revision. 

Z The county or regional agency (if it includes the entire county) continues to have 
adequate disposal capacity (i.e., greater than 15 years). Supporting documentation is 
provided in Attachment titled "Altamont Projections". 
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❑ The county does not have 15 years remaining disposal capacity. The analysis below 
provides the strategy for obtaining 15 years remaining disposal capacity. Attached is a 
revision schedule for the SE. 

Analysis 
Generation started returning to previous levels after the "dot corn" bubble burst around the end of 
the millenium. After performing five annual generation-based studies, we requested that our base 
year be changed to 2002 to better reflect diversion that was not captured in 1990. The 
implementation of the many programs in our SRRE, with the changes above, resulted in a steady 
diversion increase and exceeding the 50% goal. We are now developing and implementing 
programs to reach San Francisco's goals of 75% diversion by 2010 and zero waste by 2020. 
Although accomplishing these goals would eliminate the need for additional landfill capacity, the 
City is evaluating options for securing more capacity in case our projections are not realized. 
Requiring 15 years of disposal capacity is ultimately inconsistent with the goal of zero waste. 

Section 4.3 Changes in Funding Source for Administration of the Countywide Siting 
Element (SE) and Summary Plan (SP) 

The county has experienced the following changes in the funding of the SE or SP: 

■ None. 

Analysis 
►"i4 There have been no changes in funding source administration of the SE and SP or the 

changes that have occurred do not warrant a revision to any of the countywide planning 
documents. 

❑ These changes in funding source for the administration of the SE and SP warrant a revision to 
one or more of the countywide planning documents. Specifically, . 

Section 4.4 Changes in Administrative Responsibilities 
The county has experienced changes in the following administrative responsibilities: 

■ The Solid Waste Management Program has been merged into the Department of the 
Environment. 

Analysis 
►4 These changes in administrative responsibilities do not warrant a revision to any of the 

planning documents. 
... 

Li These changes in administrative responsibilities warrant a revision to one or more of the 
planning documents. Specifically, . 

Section 4.5 Programs that Were Scheduled to Be Implemented But Were Not 
1. Progress of Prow-am Implementation 
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a. Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) and Household Hazardous Waste 
Element (HHWE) 

[E] All program implementation information has been updated in the Board's Planning 
and Reporting Information System (PARIS), including the reason for not 
implementing specific programs, if applicable. Additionally, the analysis below 
addresses the progress of the programs that have been implemented. 

. All program implementation information has not yet been updated in PARIS. 
Attachment lists the SRRE and/or HHWE programs selected for 
implementation but which have not been implemented, including a statement as to 
why they were not implemented. Additionally, the analysis below addresses the 
progress of the programs that have been implemented. 

b. Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) 

A. There have been no changes in the use of nondisposal facilities (based on the current 
NDFE). 

❑ Attachment lists changes in the use of nondisposal facilities (based on the 
current NDFE). 

c. Countywide Siting Element (SE) 

El There have been no changes to the information provided in the current SE. 

❑ Attachment lists changes to the information provided in current the SE. 

d. Summary Plan 

E There have been no changes to the information provided in the current SP. 

❑ Attachment lists changes to the information provided in current the SP. 

2. Statement regarding whether Programs are Meeting their Goals 

/1 The programs are meeting their goals. 

NI The programs are not meeting their goals. The discussion that follows in the analysis 
section below addresses the contingency measures that are being enacted to ensure 
compliance with PRC Section 41751 (i.e., what specific steps are being taken by local 
agencies, acting independently and in concert, to achieve the purposes of the California 

.. Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989) and whether the listed changes in program 
implementation necessitate a revision of one or more of the planning documents. 

Analysis 
Ei The aforementioned changes in program implementation do not warrant a revision to any of 

the planning documents. The basis for this determination is provided below. 
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❑ Changes in program implementation warrant a revision to one or more of the planning 
documents. Specifically, . 

All SRRE programs have been implemented and San Francisco has exceeded 50% 
diversion. 

Section 4.6 Changes in Available Markets for Recyclable Materials 
The following discusses any changes in available markets for recyclable materials including a 
determination as to whether these changes affect the adequacy of the CIWMP or RAIWMP such 
that a revision to one or more of the planning documents is needed. 

San Francisco has worked to maintain and expand markets, and helped develop markets ranging 
from used electronics to mattresses. Our efforts do not affect the adequacy of our CIWMP. 

Section 4.7 Changes in the Implementation Schedule 
Below is discussion of changes in the implementation schedule and a determination as to 
whether these changes affect the adequacy of the CIWMP or the RAIWMP such that a revision 
to one or more of the planning documents is necessary. 

San Francisco received a Board approved time extension through 2003 and submitted 
generation-based studies documenting over 50% diversion for 2001 on. The adequacy of the 
CIWMP was not affected. 

SECTION 5.0 OTHER ISSUES 
The following addresses any other significant issues/changes in the county and whether these 
changes affect the adequacy of the CIWMP or RAIWMP such that a revision to one or more of 
the planning documents is needed. 

None. 

SECTION 6.0 ANNUAL REPORT REVIEW 
Eg The Annual Reports for each jurisdiction in the county have been reviewed, specifically 

those sections that address the adequacy of the CIWMP or RAIWMP elements. No 
jurisdictions reported the need to revise one or more of these planning documents. 

21 The Annual Reports for each jurisdiction in the have been reviewed, specifically those 
sections that address the adequacy of the CIWMP or RAIWMP elements. The following 
jurisdictions reported the need to revise one or more of these planning documents, as 
listed: 
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The discussion below addresses the county's evaluation of the Annual Report data relating to 
planning document adequacy and includes determination regarding the need to revise one or 
more of these documents. 

San Francisco, both 
revise one or 

a City 
more 

and County, has not documented 
of its planning documents. 

in its Annual Reports the need to 
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SECTION 7.0 SUMMARY of FINDINGS by COUNTY 
The goals, objectives and policies in San Francisco's elements, as updated, are still 
applicable and consistent with PRC sections 40051 and 40052. There have not been 
significant changes that affect countywide solid waste management. Any minor changes 
have been 
Therefore, 

SECTION 

addressed in Annual Reports, generation-based studies 
no revisions to any planning documents are necessary. 

8.0 REVISION SCHEDULE (if any) 

and a Time Extension. 

SECTION 9.0 SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION (if any) 

• 
• 
• 
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Period Disposal 
9,701,795 

Capacity Remaining 
5,298,205 Through 2003 

2004 560,246 4,737,959 
2005 525,231 4,212,728 
2006 490,215 3,722,513 
2007 455,200 3,267,313 
2008 420,185 2,847,129 
2009 385,169 2,461,960 
2010 350,154 2,111,806 
2011 315,138 1,796,668 
2012 280,123 1,516,545 
2013 245,108 1,271,437 
2014 210,092 1,061,345 
2015 175,077 886,268 
2016 140,062 746,206 
2017 105,046 641,160 
2018 70,031 571,129 
2019 • 35,015 536,114 
2020 0 536,114 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-216 

Consideration Of The Five-Year Review Report Of The Countywide Integrated Waste 
Management Plan For The City And County Of San Francisco 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41770 and 41822 require the California 
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) to review and approve or disapprove each 
Countywide or Regional Agency Integrated Waste Management Plan Five-Year Review Report; 
and 

WHEREAS, the City and County of San Francisco has submitted a Five-Year Review Report 
of its Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP) that concludes no revisions to 
the City/County's planning documents are necessary at this time; and 

WHEREAS, based on review of the City/County's Five-Year Review Report, Board staff 
found that the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and agrees with the City/County that a 
revision of its CIWMP is not necessary at this time; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the City and 
County of San Francisco's Five-Year CIWMP Review Report. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 
Resolution 2005-216 

Consideration Of The Five-Year Review Report Of The Countywide Integrated Waste 
Management Plan For The City And County Of San Francisco 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 41770 and 41822 require the California 
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) to review and approve or disapprove each 
Countywide or Regional Agency Integrated Waste Management Plan Five-Year Review Report; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the City and County of San Francisco has submitted a Five-Year Review Report 
of its Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP) that concludes no revisions to 
the City/County’s planning documents are necessary at this time; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on review of the City/County’s Five-Year Review Report, Board staff 
found that the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and agrees with the City/County that a 
revision of its CIWMP is not necessary at this time; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the City and 
County of San Francisco’s Five-Year CIWMP Review Report.  

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held August 16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 25 
ITEM 
Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program Application For 
Desert Solutions, Inc. (FY 05/06) 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
This agenda item presents for consideration the Desert Solutions, Inc. (DSI) application 
to the Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program (RMDZ Loan). DSI is 
requesting a $1,312,500 loan to finance capital improvements and purchase a "compost 
turner" machine to enable DSI to operate an organic recycling and composting facility in 
Cathedral City, California. DSI is projecting to hire eight to 10 employees and divert an 
additional 45,000 tons per year of green waste, which will include grass cuttings, 
shrubbery, tree trimmings, palm fronds, food waste and discarded plant products. 
Finished products will consist of compost and mulch. The project is located within the 
Riverside Recycling Market Development Zone. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
None. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the RMDZ Loan application for Desert Solutions, Inc. 
2. Approve with revisions the RMDZ Loan application for Desert Solutions, Inc. 
3. Take no action and provide staff with further direction. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board approve Option Number 1 and adopt Resolution 
Number 2005-220 to approve a RMDZ Loan to Desert Solutions, Inc. in the amount of 
$1,312,500. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
Company Background 

• Desert Solutions, Inc. (DSI) was established as a California corporation on 
November 11, 1999. 

• In September 2000, DSI purchased a 20-acre parcel in Cathedral City that was 
previously occupied and abandoned by White Feather Composting Co. 
Ms. Barbara Dawson owns 100 percent of the outstanding stock of DSI. 

• The principals have over eight years experience in the recycling business. The 
principals own Hampton Sand Corp., a 110 acre recycling facility in Southampton 
township on Long Island, New York that operates as a recycling facility for yard 
waste and concrete as well as a sand mining operation. 

• DSI had applied for and obtained a conditional use permit for operating a green 
waste composting facility at the 20-acre site from the Planning Commission of the 
City of Cathedral City, California. The conditional use permit dated 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program Application For 
Desert Solutions, Inc. (FY 05/06) 
 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

This agenda item presents for consideration the Desert Solutions, Inc. (DSI) application 
to the Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program (RMDZ Loan).  DSI is 
requesting a $1,312,500 loan to finance capital improvements and purchase a “compost 
turner” machine to enable DSI to operate an organic recycling and composting facility in 
Cathedral City, California.  DSI is projecting to hire eight to 10 employees and divert an 
additional 45,000 tons per year of green waste, which will include grass cuttings, 
shrubbery, tree trimmings, palm fronds, food waste and discarded plant products.  
Finished products will consist of compost and mulch.  The project is located within the 
Riverside Recycling Market Development Zone. 
  

II. ITEM HISTORY 
None. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
1. Approve the RMDZ Loan application for Desert Solutions, Inc. 
2. Approve with revisions the RMDZ Loan application for Desert Solutions, Inc. 
3. Take no action and provide staff with further direction. 
 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board approve Option Number 1 and adopt Resolution 
Number 2005-220 to approve a RMDZ Loan to Desert Solutions, Inc. in the amount of 
$1,312,500. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
Company Background 

• Desert Solutions, Inc. (DSI) was established as a California corporation on 
November 11, 1999. 

• In September 2000, DSI purchased a 20-acre parcel in Cathedral City that was 
previously occupied and abandoned by White Feather Composting Co.   
Ms. Barbara Dawson owns 100 percent of the outstanding stock of DSI. 

• The principals have over eight years experience in the recycling business.  The 
principals own Hampton Sand Corp., a 110 acre recycling facility in Southampton 
township on Long Island, New York that operates as a recycling facility for yard 
waste and concrete as well as a sand mining operation.  

• DSI had applied for and obtained a conditional use permit for operating a green 
waste composting facility at the 20-acre site from the Planning Commission of the 
City of Cathedral City, California.  The conditional use permit dated  
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February 21, 2001 required that among other things that DSI will clean up the site 
before occupancy and DSI agrees to share $1 per ton on the drop off fees of waste 
material and DSI has exclusive rights to all of Cathedral City's yard waste that is 
under the City's waste management franchise agreement. 

• DSI plans to use "in vessel agitated composting technology" developed by 
Transform Composting Systems, Ltd, Canada 
(Http://www.transformcompost.com). Under the system, grounded organic waste 
is processed in long aerated concrete channels and the organic material is moved 
through the channels in a closed loop collection system to contain odor and 
reduce moisture loss. A remote controlled compost turner machine, equipped 
with a diesel engine, breaks preferential air pathways and mixes the material for 
optimum composting conditions. Exhaust air from the composting process is fed 
through a bio-filter made up of bed of wood chips to remove any potential odor 
causing compounds in the waste. After curing phase, the compost is screened and 
readied for the buyer. 

Board Approved Eligibility Criteria — August 2003 

• Desert Solutions, Inc. qualifies under Board approved eligibility criteria as a 
recycling project using green waste and food waste that otherwise go into the 
local landfill and converting them to compost and mulch for landscaping 
applications as well as assisting water conservation efforts of the local 
community 

Feedstock Sources 
• The feedstock materials will include green waste from local landscape/gardening 

companies, golf courses and ground maintenance services. Materials typically 
comprise grass, shrubbery, tree trimmings, ground wood chips, palm fronds and 
discarded plant products. 

• Coachella Valley is well known for its golf courses that generates a great volume 
of grass cuttings. There are about 120 golf courses in nearby Palm Springs alone. 

• DSI will also accept organic residuals from restaurants, supermarkets and food 
processing/packing plants. 

• DSI is an exclusive receiver of all Cathedral City green waste. 

Value-Added Product 

• Enclosed composting in desert climate areas such as Cathedral City can lead to 
substantial water savings. 

• Compost allows the soil to hold more water, breathe better, reduces erosion and 
provides nutrients for healthier plants. 

End Users 

• Farmers in the Coachella Valley who grow lettuce and onions 
• Nurseries 
• Professional landscapers 
• Golf courses 
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February 21, 2001 required that among other things that DSI will clean up the site 
before occupancy and DSI agrees to share $1 per ton on the drop off fees of waste 
material and DSI has exclusive rights to all of Cathedral City’s yard waste that is 
under the City’s waste management franchise agreement. 

• DSI plans to use “in vessel agitated composting technology” developed by 
Transform Composting Systems, Ltd, Canada 
(Http://www.transformcompost.com).   Under the system, grounded organic waste 
is processed in long aerated concrete channels and the organic material is moved 
through the channels in a closed loop collection system to contain odor and 
reduce moisture loss.  A remote controlled compost turner machine, equipped 
with a diesel engine, breaks preferential air pathways and mixes the material for 
optimum composting conditions.  Exhaust air from the composting process is fed 
through a bio-filter made up of bed of wood chips to remove any potential odor 
causing compounds in the waste.  After curing phase, the compost is screened and 
readied for the buyer. 

Board Approved Eligibility Criteria – August 2003 
• Desert Solutions, Inc. qualifies under Board approved eligibility criteria as a 

recycling project using green waste and food waste that otherwise go into the 
local landfill and converting them to compost and mulch for landscaping 
applications as well as assisting water conservation efforts of the local 
community. 

 
Feedstock Sources 

• The feedstock materials will include green waste from local landscape/gardening 
companies, golf courses and ground maintenance services.  Materials typically 
comprise grass, shrubbery, tree trimmings, ground wood chips, palm fronds and 
discarded plant products. 

• Coachella Valley is well known for its golf courses that generates a great volume 
of grass cuttings.  There are about 120 golf courses in nearby Palm Springs alone. 

• DSI will also accept organic residuals from restaurants, supermarkets and food 
processing/packing plants. 

• DSI is an exclusive receiver of all Cathedral City green waste. 
Value-Added Product 

• Enclosed composting in desert climate areas such as Cathedral City can lead to 
substantial water savings.  

• Compost allows the soil to hold more water, breathe better, reduces erosion and 
provides nutrients for healthier plants. 

End Users 
• Farmers in the Coachella Valley who grow lettuce and onions 
• Nurseries 
• Professional landscapers 
• Golf courses  
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Diversion & Jobs: 
Diversion Current Projected Increase Total 
Tons Per Year 0 45,000 45,000 
Jobs 0 8 8 

Proposed RMDZ Loan Request 
• Desert Solutions, Inc. is requesting a loan of $1,312,500 for capital improvements 

and to purchase a remote controlled Compost Turner to build a closed loop, in-
vessel agitated organic recycling and composting facility.   

• The production of alternative daily cover will not be financed by this RMDZ loan. 
Interdivisional Reviews 

• Staff from the Board’s Permitting and Enforcement Division (P&E) is in the 
process of reviewing the project for an update and the updated information will be 
presented at the Sustainability and Market Development Committee.  Desert 
Solutions, Inc. (SWIS # 33-AA-0238) had previously applied for and obtained the 
Board permit under the Board Resolution Number 2001-472. 

• Staff from Diversion, Planning, and Local Assistance Division (DPLA) is in the 
process of reviewing the project which involves green waste and clean wood 
debris in Riverside County.  The result will be presented at the Sustainability and 
Market Development Committee.  

• Desert Solutions, Inc. has certified that the project complies with all local and 
federal laws, regulations, requirements and rules, including the California 
Environmental Quality Act. 

Loan Committee 
• The Loan Committee will meet on August 4, 2005 to consider staff’s analysis of DSI’s  

loan application and the applicant’s ability to repay and collateralize the loan.   
• The results will be presented at the Sustainability and Market Development 

Committee.  
 

B. Environmental Issues 
• The project site is located at 69780 Edom Hill Road, Cathedral City, California, 

just north of Edom Hill Road and 1/8th of a mile west of Edom Hill Landfill. 
• DSI will operate on a 20-acre parcel that is zoned “commercial”. 
• DSI acquired the real property that was formerly occupied by White 

Feather Composting Company.  The White Feather Composting 
Company abandoned the site in 1995, leaving behind approximately 
100,000 cubic yards of green waste.  The local enforcement authority 
required DSI to remediate the site before constructing the composting 
facility, and this was complied by DSI. 

 
C. Program/Long Term Impacts 

• Desert Solutions, Inc. is projected to process 45,000 tons per year of green waste 
and will contribute to the diversion of that material from the waste stream, thereby 
assisting the local jurisdiction’s compliance with the disposal reduction mandate 
under the Integrated Waste Management Act, Assembly Bill (AB) 939. 
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D. Stakeholder Impacts 
• The stakeholders impacted by this item are the borrower, the RMDZ, and 

Riverside County. 
• Borrower impact is the receipt of Board funds to finance capital improvements for 

the project. 
• RMDZ Zone Administrator (Riverside County Economic Development Agency) 

impact is a success story of a company in the production of a value added product 
by utilizing local waste that otherwise goes into the landfill as well as contributing 
positively to the water conservation efforts of the local community 

• The impact on Riverside County is additional diversion from its landfills and 
creation of eight to 10 new jobs from the local workforce. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
• Public Resources Code, Section 42023.1, provides the authority that funds this 

item. 
• This item is funded by the Recycling Marketing Development Revolving Loan 

Program Sub-account. 
• The impact of this loan is shown below in section VI Funding Information. 

F. Legal Issues 
• Based on information available, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to 

this project. 

G. Environmental Justice 

Census data was not available on the actual address. The U.S. Census Bureau 2000 
depicts the following for Census Tract 450, Riverside County, California with the 
same zip code where the project is located: 

• Demographics 

47.9% White 
48.9% Hispanic or Latino 
1.0% Black or African American 
0.7% American Indian & Alaska Native 
0.9% Asian 
0.1% Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 
3.7% Two or more races 

• Economic Profile 

$38,964 Median household income 
$16,382 Per capita income 

20.4% Persons living below poverty 

Project Site Information 
• The 20-acre parcel is located at 69780 Edom Hill Road, Cathedral 

City, California 92234 
• The site is zoned "commercial". 
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• The stakeholders impacted by this item are the borrower, the RMDZ, and  
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E. Fiscal Impacts 

• Public Resources Code, Section 42023.1, provides the authority that funds this 
item. 

• This item is funded by the Recycling Marketing Development Revolving Loan 
Program Sub-account. 

• The impact of this loan is shown below in section VI Funding Information. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
• Based on information available, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to 

this project. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Census data was not available on the actual address.  The U.S. Census Bureau 2000 
depicts the following for Census Tract 450, Riverside County, California with the 
same zip code where the project is located: 

• Demographics 
47.9%  White 
48.9%  Hispanic or Latino 
  1.0%  Black or African American 
  0.7%   American Indian & Alaska Native 
  0.9%  Asian  
  0.1%  Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 
  3.7%  Two or more races 
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$38,964 Median household income 
$16,382 Per capita income 
   20.4% Persons living below poverty 
 

Project Site Information 
• The 20-acre parcel is located at 69780 Edom Hill Road, Cathedral 

City, California 92234  
• The site is zoned “commercial”. 
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• There are no utilities at the site presently, but an abundant supply of 
water is readily available. 

• Approximately 50 percent of the 20-acre is on level land, thus some 
minor grading of the site may be required. 

VI.  

VII.  

VIII.  

IX.  

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports the Board's 2001 Strategic Plan as follows: 

• Goal 2, Objective 2, Strategy B: Process low interest loans for companies that 
either convert non-hazardous solid waste into a recycled raw material or use a 
recycled raw material to ultimately produce a recycled-content product. 

• Goal 3, Objective 2, Strategy A: Promotes economic development in underserved 
areas by creating additional jobs. 

• Goal 6, Objective 1, Strategy B: Promotes the Board's environmental justice 
policies into program eligibility. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 

1. Fund 
Source 

2. Amount 
Available 

3. Amount to 
Fund Item 

4. Amount 
Remaining 

5. Line Item 

RMDZ Loan 
Sub Account 

$9,184,000 $1,312,500 $7,871,500 Direct Loan 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Resolution Number 2005-220 

STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Govindan Viswanathan Phone: (916) 341-6541 
B. Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff: Cecilia Frederick Phone: (916) 341-6095 

WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

The Zone Administrator for the Riverside County Recycling Market Development 
Zone has provided input and support for this project. 

B. Opposition 
Staff has not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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C. Administration Staff:  Cecilia Frederick Phone:  (916) 341-6095 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

The Zone Administrator for the Riverside County Recycling Market Development 
Zone has provided input and support for this project. 
 

B. Opposition 
Staff has not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-220 

Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program Application For 
Desert Solutions, Inc. (FY 05/06) 

WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) is authorized to make 
loans to recycling businesses located in designated Recycling Market Development Zones that 
use post consumer or secondary waste materials from its Recycling Market Development 
Revolving Loan Account; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff has received a complete loan application which is ready for 
consideration; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff has determined that the application is eligible for consideration of loan 
funding and has recommended to the Loan Committee the approval and authorization of the loan 
to the eligible applicant; and 

WHEREAS, the Loan Committee has considered the credit-worthiness of the eligible applicant 
and has recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan to the eligible 
applicant; and 

WHEREAS, the Board staff and Loan Committee have considered the extent to which the 
eligible applicant meets the goals of the Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan 
Program and have recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan to the 
eligible applicant; and 

WHEREAS, Section 17935.6 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations allows the 
extension of a loan commitment beyond 180 days if agreed to by both the Board and the 
Applicant. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Board staff and the Loan Committee, the Board hereby approves the funding of the following 
loan in the following original principal amount as set forth next to the Borrower's name, subject 
to all terms and conditions contained in the loan agreement to be prepared by Board staff for this 
loan in accordance with applicable regulations, and on such other terms and conditions as the 
Board or its duly authorized staff representative in its or their sole discretion deems necessary or 
advisable: 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-220 
Consideration Of The Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Program Application For 
Desert Solutions, Inc. (FY 05/06) 
 
WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) is authorized to make 
loans to recycling businesses located in designated Recycling Market Development Zones that 
use post consumer or secondary waste materials from its Recycling Market Development 
Revolving Loan Account; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff has received a complete loan application which is ready for 
consideration; and  
 
WHEREAS, Board staff has determined that the application is eligible for consideration of loan 
funding and has recommended to the Loan Committee the approval and authorization of the loan 
to the eligible applicant; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Loan Committee has considered the credit-worthiness of the eligible applicant 
and has recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan to the eligible 
applicant; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board staff and Loan Committee have considered the extent to which the 
eligible applicant meets the goals of the Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan 
Program and have recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan to the 
eligible applicant; and 
 
WHEREAS, Section 17935.6 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations allows the 
extension of a loan commitment beyond 180 days if agreed to by both the Board and the 
Applicant. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Board staff and the Loan Committee, the Board hereby approves the funding of the following 
loan in the following original principal amount as set forth next to the Borrower’s name, subject 
to all terms and conditions contained in the loan agreement to be prepared by Board staff for this 
loan in accordance with applicable regulations, and on such other terms and conditions as the 
Board or its duly authorized staff representative in its or their sole discretion deems necessary or 
advisable: 
 
 

(over) 



BORROWER AMOUNT 

Desert Solutions, Inc. $1,312,500 

RESOLVED FURTHER, that the Board, the Executive Director, or their authorized 
representative(s), be and each hereby is, authorized to do and perform any and all such acts, 
including, but not limited to, execution of the loan agreement, to be prepared by Board staff, 
and all other documents or certificates as the Board, the Executive Director, or their authorized 
representative(s), in its or their sole discretion, deem necessary or advisable to carry out the 
purposes of this Resolution. 

RESOLVED FURTHER, that any actions of the Board, the Executive Director, or their 
authorized representative(s), taken prior to the date of the adoption of this Resolution, which 
are within the scope of authority conferred by this Resolution, are hereby ratified, confirmed and 
approved as the acts and deeds of the Board. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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representative(s), in its or their sole discretion, deem necessary or advisable to carry out the 
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are within the scope of authority conferred by this Resolution, are hereby ratified, confirmed and 
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CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 27 
ITEM 
Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Postconsumer Material To Demonstrate 
Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: (1) Glad Products Company (dba) Glad 
Manufacturing Company); (2) Pactiv Corporation; (3) Poly- America, Lp; (4) Trans Western 
Polymers, Inc.; And (5) Republic Bag. 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

Public Resources Code (PRC) section 42290 et seq and accompanying regulations 
require all manufacturers and wholesalers of plastic trash bags sold in California to 
annually submit a certification to the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board). Manufacturers of regulated (thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags 
must certify either: (1) their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or 
more post consumer material; (2) used 30 percent post consumer material in all of their 
plastic products not subject to compliance with the Rigid Plastic Packaging Container or 
other minimum content law; or (3) demonstrate that there was insufficient quality and/or 
quantity of post consumer materials available to them to satisfy either the 10 or 30 
percent standards. 

Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 42297, the Board is required to annually 
publish a non-compliant list for plastic trash bag manufacturers and wholesalers. This 
statute also prohibits non-compliant manufacturers or wholesalers from contracting with 
any agency of the State of California to supply any product or service. The Department of 
General Services utilizes the Board's published list of non-compliant wholesaler and 
manufacturers to confirm if a company is ineligible for award of a new or extended 
contract from the State. 

For the 2004 certification, five manufacturers have requested exemptions from the 
minimum content requirements of the Plastic Trash Bag Law. These manufacturers claim 
that despite reasonable efforts they were unable to obtain sufficient quality and quantity 
of post consumer material during the 2004 reporting period to satisfy either the 10 or 30 
percent recycled content requirement. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 

At the July 19-20, 2005, Board meeting, the Board approved a list of non-compliant 
manufacturers and wholesalers, and a list of manufacturers demonstrating that they met 
the minimum content requirements of the law, for the 2004 certification. 
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I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

Public Resources Code (PRC) section 42290 et seq and accompanying regulations 
require all manufacturers and wholesalers of plastic trash bags sold in California to 
annually submit a certification to the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(Board). Manufacturers of regulated (thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags 
must certify either: (1) their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or 
more post consumer material; (2) used 30 percent post consumer material in all of their 
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any agency of the State of California to supply any product or service. The Department of 
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For the 2004 certification, five manufacturers have requested exemptions from the 
minimum content requirements of the Plastic Trash Bag Law. These manufacturers claim 
that despite reasonable efforts they were unable to obtain sufficient quality and quantity 
of post consumer material during the 2004 reporting period to satisfy either the 10 or 30 
percent recycled content requirement. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
At the July 19-20, 2005, Board meeting, the Board approved a list of non-compliant 
manufacturers and wholesalers, and a list of manufacturers demonstrating that they met 
the minimum content requirements of the law, for the 2004 certification.  
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III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 

Option 1. Approve the exemption request. 

This option would be appropriate if the Board determines that a manufacturer has 
demonstrated it made reasonable efforts to obtain PCM, and adequately documented 
those efforts pursuant to California Code of Regulations (CCR), Section 17982(f). 

Option 2. Disapprove the exemption request and direct staff to add the company on the 
published list of Non-Compliant Manufacturers and Wholesalers for 2004. 

This option would be appropriate if the Board determines that a manufacturer has failed 
to demonstrate it made reasonable efforts to obtain PCM, and did not demonstrate that it 
met the requirements of CCR Section 17982(f). 

Option 3. Take no action. 

If the Board does not take action regarding a manufacturer's exemption request, the 
company is then by default non-compliant and must be listed on the Board's published 
list of non-compliant wholesalers and manufacturers. This is the case because without an 
approved exemption, or a demonstration of compliance, a regulated company cannot 
have any other status than non-compliant. 

Option 4: Consider the exemption requests at a future Board meeting. 

This option would be appropriate if the Board determines that it needs additional 
information or documentation prior to making a determination on an exemption request. 

IV.  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends the Board approve the options, as supported by each company 
analysis, and adopt the resolutions for the following companies: 

Option 1: 

Poly-America LP; Resolution 2005-230 

Option 2: 

Glad Products Company (dba: Glad Manufacturing Company); Resolution 2005- 
228 

Pactiv Corporation; Resolution 2005-229 

Trans Western Polymers, Inc.; Resolution 2005-231 

Republic Bag; Resolution 2005-232 
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Staff recommends the Board approve the options, as supported by each company 
analysis, and adopt the resolutions for the following companies:  

Option 1: 

Poly-America LP; Resolution 2005-230 

Option 2:  

Glad Products Company (dba: Glad Manufacturing Company); Resolution 2005-
228 

Pactiv Corporation; Resolution 2005-229 

Trans Western Polymers, Inc.; Resolution 2005-231 

Republic Bag; Resolution 2005-232 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
Background: 

At its September 16-17, 2003, meeting the Board considered exemption requests from 
four manufacturers for the 2002 certification. The Board determined that two 
manufacturers had failed to demonstrate that they had made reasonable efforts to obtain 
quality PCM as required by CCR, Section 17982(f), and directed staff to include them on 
the published non-compliance list. It approved the exemption requests for the other two 
manufacturers. 

After consideration of the exemption requests for the 2002 certification, the Board 
directed staff to hold a workshop with trash bag manufacturers and PCM suppliers. This 
workshop was held in Sacramento on October 28, 2003 with nearly 50 interested parties 
in attendance. The purpose of the workshop was to provide a forum for manufacturers 
and suppliers to identify barriers to the use of PCM in plastic trash bags, and to discuss 
possible solutions. The desired outcome was to facilitate improved communication 
between manufacturers and resin suppliers that would result in manufacturers getting the 
PCM they needed to comply with minimum content requirements of the law. As a result 
of the workshop, communications between manufacturers and suppliers have improved, 
but it has not yet translated into compliance. 

At the Board's June 15-16, 2004, meeting the Board approved a list of compliant 
manufacturers, and separate lists for non-compliant manufacturers and wholesalers, for 
the 2003 Certification. Specifically, the Board determined that 32 manufacturers had 
demonstrated compliance, but that 3 manufacturers and one wholesaler were non-
compliant. The Board also considered exemption requests from three manufacturers for 
the 2003 certification. A fourth manufacturer's request was considered by the Board at its 
September 21-22, 2004 meeting. The Board approved all four exemption requests, but 
also made it clear that it expected these manufacturers to be in compliance, or have made 
progress toward compliance, for the 2004 Certification. 

Summary of 2004 Compliance Filings: Manufacturer Profile and Summary Data: 

Thirty-two (32) manufacturers of regulated trash bags submitted certification forms to the 
Board and were able to demonstrate compliance with post consumer material usage rates 
between 10 and 60 percent. Five (5) manufacturers have requested an exemption from the 
compliance demonstration on the basis of the unavailability of sufficient quality post 
consumer material. One (1) manufacturer failed to demonstrate compliance at the 10 
percent post consumer material level, and two (2) manufacturers failed to return 
certifications after being identified by a wholesaler as a regulated bag manufacturer. 

Post consumer Resin Utilization: 

For the 2004 reporting period, trash bag manufacturers reported using 4,569 tons of post 
consumer resin from California sources, and 3,284 tons from sources outside of 
California. In comparison, for the 2003 reporting period, manufacturers reported using 
4,700 tons of post consumer resin from California suppliers and 3,600 tons from sources 
outside California. In addition, for 2004 the average percentage of post consumer resin in 
all regulated trash bags intended for sale in California was 8.6 percent. 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 
Background:
At its September 16-17, 2003, meeting the Board considered exemption requests from 
four manufacturers for the 2002 certification. The Board determined that two 
manufacturers had failed to demonstrate that they had made reasonable efforts to obtain 
quality PCM as required by CCR, Section 17982(f), and directed staff to include them on 
the published non-compliance list. It approved the exemption requests for the other two 
manufacturers.  

After consideration of the exemption requests for the 2002 certification, the Board 
directed staff to hold a workshop with trash bag manufacturers and PCM suppliers. This 
workshop was held in Sacramento on October 28, 2003 with nearly 50 interested parties 
in attendance. The purpose of the workshop was to provide a forum for manufacturers 
and suppliers to identify barriers to the use of PCM in plastic trash bags, and to discuss 
possible solutions. The desired outcome was to facilitate improved communication 
between manufacturers and resin suppliers that would result in manufacturers getting the 
PCM they needed to comply with minimum content requirements of the law. As a result 
of the workshop, communications between manufacturers and suppliers have improved, 
but it has not yet translated into compliance. 

At the Board’s June 15-16, 2004, meeting the Board approved a list of compliant 
manufacturers, and separate lists for non-compliant manufacturers and wholesalers, for 
the 2003 Certification. Specifically, the Board determined that 32 manufacturers had 
demonstrated compliance, but that 3 manufacturers and one wholesaler were non-
compliant.  The Board also considered exemption requests from three manufacturers for 
the 2003 certification. A fourth manufacturer’s request was considered by the Board at its 
September 21-22, 2004 meeting. The Board approved all four exemption requests, but 
also made it clear that it expected these manufacturers to be in compliance, or have made 
progress toward compliance, for the 2004 Certification. 

Summary of 2004 Compliance Filings: Manufacturer Profile and Summary Data: 

Thirty-two (32) manufacturers of regulated trash bags submitted certification forms to the 
Board and were able to demonstrate compliance with post consumer material usage rates 
between 10 and 60 percent. Five (5) manufacturers have requested an exemption from the 
compliance demonstration on the basis of the unavailability of sufficient quality post 
consumer material. One (1) manufacturer failed to demonstrate compliance at the 10 
percent post consumer material level, and two (2) manufacturers failed to return 
certifications after being identified by a wholesaler as a regulated bag manufacturer.  

Post consumer Resin Utilization:  

For the 2004 reporting period, trash bag manufacturers reported using 4,569 tons of post 
consumer resin from California sources, and 3,284 tons from sources outside of 
California. In comparison, for the 2003 reporting period, manufacturers reported using 
4,700 tons of post consumer resin from California suppliers and 3,600 tons from sources 
outside California. In addition, for 2004 the average percentage of post consumer resin in 
all regulated trash bags intended for sale in California was 8.6 percent.  
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Table 1 summarizes the use of post consumer material by compliance category for the 32 
manufacturers in the 2004 Certification. The table shows the amount of post consumer 
material used and the amount that would be needed for all manufacturers to meet the 10 
percent standard. The "Deficit" column is the difference between used and the amount of 
post consumer material needed to comply. The "Compliant" group used more than the 
minimum amount of PCM needed to comply, but the other groups were in a deficit 
situation. The 1,348 ton deficit represents the amount of film plastics necessary for the 
regulated plastic trash bag industry, as a whole, to achieve compliance. 

Table 1 
Summary of Regulated Bags Weights and Post consumer Material 

Compliance Category-2004 Reporting Period (Tons) 

Manufacturers Reg Bags PCM used PCM needed Surplus/Deficit 
Compliant (32) 50,151 6,946 5,015 1,931 
Non-Comply (3) Ukn Ukn Ukn Ukn 
Exemptions (5) 47,861 1,507 4,786 (3,279) 

Totals (40) 98,012 8,453 9,801 (1,348) 

The 5 companies requesting an exemption, combined, only need 3,279 tons of PCM to 
comply with the law. California disposes of more than 1.5 million tons of film each year. 

Supplier Survey: 

While trash bag manufacturers have legitimate concerns about quality, it appears the 
processing capacity exists to meet manufacturers' demand for PCM requirements. Staff 
contacted each company on the Board's supplier list and found that the list was up to date 
with very little inaccurate information, such as phone and fax numbers and mailing 
addresses. In addition, after talking to the suppliers, staff believes that there is a 
sufficient quantity of PCM to meet manufacturer needs, but that the quality of that PCM 
does remain a problem for some manufacturers. Suppliers indicated that this problem 
exists in part because manufacturers want near virgin quality PCM, but at a low price. 

In addition to the above, it should be noted that some suppliers are making efforts to 
improve the quality of PCM. Specifically, at least two suppliers have invested in new 
and expanded facilities and wash lines to allow them to shred and wash more plastic film. 
This has allowed them to increase the quantity and quality of their available PCM. Other 
suppliers have increased their processing capabilities by expanding square footage of 
their manufacturing and storage facilities. 

Suppliers have also said that despite continuing to send PCM samples to plastic trash bag 
manufacturers, they are still not receiving meaningful follow up from manufacturers 
regarding how their samples tested, and how they might work with the manufacturer to 
meet their needs. Some suppliers now believe that manufacturers are only testing their 
samples in order to fulfill documentation requirements for the Board to show they made 
reasonable efforts to obtain PCM for the Plastic Trash Bag law, but that there is no real 
intent to use available PCM. 

Page 27-4 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-27 
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 27-4 

Table 1 summarizes the use of post consumer material by compliance category for the 32 
manufacturers in the 2004 Certification. The table shows the amount of post consumer 
material used and the amount that would be needed for all manufacturers to meet the 10 
percent standard. The “Deficit” column is the difference between used and the amount of 
post consumer material needed to comply. The “Compliant” group used more than the 
minimum amount of PCM needed to comply, but the other groups were in a deficit 
situation. The 1,348 ton deficit represents the amount of film plastics necessary for the 
regulated plastic trash bag industry, as a whole, to achieve compliance. 

 
Table 1 

Summary of Regulated Bags Weights and Post consumer Material 
Compliance Category—2004 Reporting Period (Tons) 

 
Manufacturers  Reg Bags PCM used PCM needed  Surplus/Deficit 
Compliant  (32) 50,151  6,946  5,015    1,931 
Non-Comply   (3)     Ukn     Ukn    Ukn         Ukn 
Exemptions    (5) 47,861  1,507  4,786   (3,279)                    
 Totals (40) 98,012  8,453  9,801   (1,348) 
 

The 5 companies requesting an exemption, combined, only need 3,279 tons of PCM to 
comply with the law.  California disposes of more than 1.5 million tons of film each year. 

Supplier Survey: 

While trash bag manufacturers have legitimate concerns about quality, it appears the 
processing capacity exists to meet manufacturers’ demand for PCM requirements. Staff 
contacted each company on the Board’s supplier list and found that the list was up to date 
with very little inaccurate information, such as phone and fax numbers and mailing 
addresses.  In addition, after talking to the suppliers, staff believes that there is a 
sufficient quantity of PCM to meet manufacturer needs, but that the quality of that PCM 
does remain a problem for some manufacturers.  Suppliers indicated that this problem 
exists in part because manufacturers want near virgin quality PCM, but at a low price. 

In addition to the above, it should be noted that some suppliers are making efforts to 
improve the quality of PCM.   Specifically, at least two suppliers have invested in new 
and expanded facilities and wash lines to allow them to shred and wash more plastic film.  
This has allowed them to increase the quantity and quality of their available PCM.  Other 
suppliers have increased their processing capabilities by expanding square footage of 
their manufacturing and storage facilities.   

Suppliers have also said that despite continuing to send PCM samples to plastic trash bag 
manufacturers, they are still not receiving meaningful follow up from manufacturers 
regarding how their samples tested, and how they might work with the manufacturer to 
meet their needs.  Some suppliers now believe that manufacturers are only testing their 
samples in order to fulfill documentation requirements for the Board to show they made 
reasonable efforts to obtain PCM for the Plastic Trash Bag law, but that there is no real 
intent to use available PCM.   
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After reviewing documentation supplied by manufacturers, staff concluded four of the 
five manufacturers have not followed up with suppliers to the degree desired. If 
manufacturers had worked with suppliers to use the maximum percentage of PCM in 
their bags that is compatible with their manufacturer process, or if they amended their 
manufacturing process, as some indicated they would, to increase the tolerance for use of 
PCM, then they would still be helping to support markets for PCM. PCM producers 
remain interested in working with manufacturers to open up that market to them, but are 
not convinced that the trash bag manufacturers requesting an exemption are serious about 
finding ways to use available PCM in their bags. 

Finally, to further increase the quality of available PCM, Board staff is in the process of 
beginning to work with industry stakeholders to develop education and outreach 
materials and opportunities to promote the use of the PCM Quality Assurance and 
Testing Protocol with PCM producers. 

Granting of Exemptions: 

Public Resources Code section 42291(d) permits manufacturers who cannot meet the post 
consumer material requirement to request an exemption from those requirements from 
the Board, but each manufacturer must certify that they made reasonable efforts to obtain 
PCM. California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), enumerate the specific actions 
a manufacturer must undertake, and the documentation to be provided to the Board in 
support of a request for exemption. In January 2005, Plastic Trash Bag manufacturers 
were sent specific instructions in the certified letter accompanying their 2004 certification 
form regarding what documentation was necessary in order for the Board to consider an 
exemption request. Specifically, Board regulations require a manufacturer to submit the 
following documentation: 

1. Suppliers of RPPCM contacted and discussions, 

2. Any and all RPPCM specifications and test methods, 

3. Independent test results, product specifications, a letter of certification, or other 
documentation from each supplier of RPPCM you rejected or refused to 
purchase on the basis that it did not meet the Board's minimum RPPCM quality 
standards, demonstrating that the material does not meet quality standards, 

4. Performance of ASTM tests, identified in Title 14, California Code of 
Regulations, Article 5, 17982(a), 

5. A written explanation describing the circumstances leading to your decision to 
reject or refuse to purchase on every sample or shipment of rejected or refused 
RPPCM, and, 

6. A written explanation from the supplier of any sample or shipment of RPPCM 
describing the quality of the particular material which was rejected or refused 
by you. 
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After reviewing documentation supplied by manufacturers, staff concluded four of the 
five manufacturers have not followed up with suppliers to the degree desired.  If 
manufacturers had worked with suppliers to use the maximum percentage of PCM in 
their bags that is compatible with their manufacturer process, or if they amended their 
manufacturing process, as some indicated they would, to increase the tolerance for use of 
PCM, then they would still be helping to support markets for PCM.   PCM producers 
remain interested in working with manufacturers to open up that market to them, but are 
not convinced that the trash bag manufacturers requesting an exemption are serious about 
finding ways to use available PCM in their bags. 

Finally, to further increase the quality of available PCM, Board staff is in the process of 
beginning to work with industry stakeholders to develop education and outreach 
materials and opportunities to promote the use of the PCM Quality Assurance and 
Testing Protocol with PCM producers.   

Granting of Exemptions: 

Public Resources Code section 42291(d) permits manufacturers who cannot meet the post 
consumer material requirement to request an exemption from those requirements from 
the Board, but each manufacturer must certify that they made reasonable efforts to obtain 
PCM.   California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), enumerate the specific actions 
a manufacturer must undertake, and the documentation to be provided to the Board in 
support of a request for exemption. In January 2005, Plastic Trash Bag manufacturers 
were sent specific instructions in the certified letter accompanying their 2004 certification 
form regarding what documentation was necessary in order for the Board to consider an 
exemption request.  Specifically, Board regulations require a manufacturer to submit the 
following documentation:  

1. Suppliers of RPPCM contacted and discussions,  

2. Any and all RPPCM specifications and test methods,  

3. Independent test results, product specifications, a letter of certification, or other 
documentation from each supplier of RPPCM you rejected or refused to 
purchase on the basis that it did not meet the Board's minimum RPPCM quality 
standards, demonstrating that the material does not meet quality standards,  

4. Performance of ASTM tests, identified in Title 14, California Code of 
Regulations, Article 5, 17982(a), 

5. A written explanation describing the circumstances leading to your decision to 
reject or refuse to purchase on every sample or shipment of rejected or refused 
RPPCM, and, 

6. A written explanation from the supplier of any sample or shipment of RPPCM 
describing the quality of the particular material which was rejected or refused 
by you. 
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The notice for the 2004 certification further 
reasonable efforts taken to source PCM 
prior to 2004 would not be considered. 
efforts pursuant to regulation, the Board 
the follow through by companies on the 
exemption requests. 

2004 Certification Exemption Requests: 

explained 
during the 
Specifically, 
will also 
commitments 

that the 
2004 reporting 

Board would only consider 
period. Actions 

to making reasonable 
amount of PCM used; 

made as a part of previous 

an "exemption" to the 
of sufficient quantities 

Company), Oakland, 

plastic trash bags. 
be  required (see 
from the minimum 
with the necessary 

each manufacturer's 

of 
would 

taken 

and 

of 

CA; 

Each 

in addition 
look at the 

they 

requesting 
unavailability 

standards: 

CA; 

an exemption 
also provided 

compares 
periods: 

2003/2004. 

Five manufacturers have submitted certifications 
minimum content requirements of the law due to 
post consumer materials meeting specified quality 

• Glad Products Company (dba: Glad Manufacturing 

• Pactiv Corporation, Lake Forest, IL; 

• Poly-America, LLP, Grand Prairie, TX; 

• Trans Western Polymers, Inc., Livermore, 

• Republic Bag, Corona, CA 

These manufacturers are some of the largest manufacturers 
manufacturer was notified regarding what documentation 
attachment 1) in order for the Board to grant them 
recycled content requirements of the law, and were 
certification forms (see attachment 2). Table 2, below, 
compliance status between the 2003 and 2004 reporting 

Table 2: Manufacturer Compliance Comparison 

Manufacturer 
2003 2004 

Bags 
(tons) 

PCM 
(tons) 

Percent 
(%) 

Bags 
(tons) 

PCM 
(tons) 

Percent 
(%) 

Poly-America 23,017. 1,027 4.30 26,339 1,213 4.61 

Glad MFG 6,285. 6 0.09 7,499 0 0.00 

Trans Western 3,205. 60 1.86 3,025 80 2.64 

Pactiv 
Corporation 

5,181 131 2.51 5,607 130 2.33 

Republic Bag 5,733 722.0 12.59 5,391 83 1.54 

Totals 43,421 1,944.9 4.48 47,861 1,506 3.15 
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The notice for the 2004 certification further explained that the Board would only consider 
reasonable efforts taken to source PCM during the 2004 reporting period.  Actions taken 
prior to 2004 would not be considered.  Specifically, in addition to making reasonable 
efforts pursuant to regulation, the Board will also look at the amount of PCM used; and 
the follow through by companies on the commitments they made as a part of previous 
exemption requests. 

2004 Certification Exemption Requests: 

Five manufacturers have submitted certifications requesting an “exemption” to the 
minimum content requirements of the law due to unavailability of sufficient quantities of 
post consumer materials meeting specified quality standards: 

• Glad Products Company (dba: Glad Manufacturing Company), Oakland, CA;  

• Pactiv Corporation, Lake Forest, IL; 

• Poly-America, LLP, Grand Prairie, TX;  

• Trans Western Polymers, Inc., Livermore, CA;  

• Republic Bag, Corona, CA  

These manufacturers are some of the largest manufacturers of plastic trash bags.  Each 
manufacturer was notified regarding what documentation would be required (see 
attachment 1) in order for the Board to grant them an exemption from the minimum 
recycled content requirements of the law, and were also provided with the necessary 
certification forms (see attachment 2). Table 2, below, compares each manufacturer’s 
compliance status between the 2003 and 2004 reporting periods:  

Table 2: Manufacturer Compliance Comparison 2003/2004. 

2003 2004 
Manufacturer Bags 

(tons) 
PCM 

(tons) 
Percent 

(%) 
Bags 
(tons) 

PCM 
(tons) 

Percent 
(%) 

Poly-America 23,017. 1,027 4.30 26,339 1,213 4.61

Glad MFG 6,285. 6 0.09 7,499 0 0.00

Trans Western 3,205. 60 1.86 3,025 80 2.64

Pactiv 
Corporation 

5,181 131 2.51 5,607 130 2.33

Republic Bag 5,733 722.0 12.59 5,391 83 1.54

Totals 43,421 1,944.9 4.48 47,861 1,506 3.15
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Individual Company Analysis:  

Board staff 
made to obtain 
quality specifications. 
recommendation, 

has evaluated each manufacturer's submission regarding the efforts they 
PCM, and to work with suppliers to ensure that the recycled material meet 

A summary of each company's submission, and staffs 
is discussed below. 

Company (dba; Glad Manufacturing Company): Glad Products 

In late 2003, Glad reconfigured one of its manufacturing lines 
material in the inner layers of some its trash bags. This modification 
trash bags to be manufactured with 2 to 3 percent post consumer 
stated that it was considering converting additional manufacturing 
increase the use of post consumer material. However, the original 
discontinued after July of 2004 and no further tests have been 
reporting period data shows that Glad did not use any post 
manufacture of its trash bags. Table 3, below, summarizes 
2001. 

Table 3: Glad Manufacturing's History of PCM Usage: 2001-2004. 

to use post consumer 
would allow those 

material. The company 
lines to further 
trial run was 

scheduled. The 2004 
consumer material in the 
Glad's PCM utilization since 

its lack of sufficient 
to source PCM, and the 

it did test PCM from, staff 
Glad Manufacturing, and 
-Compliant Manufacturers 

pellets for the manufacture of 
material allows Pactiv to 

use. Also, Pactiv developed 
were intended to 

material that Pactiv would 

Year PCM Tons PCM % Tons of Bags 

2004 0 0 7,499 

2003 6 0.09 6,285 

2002 0 0 9,632 

2001 125 1.1 11,122 

Based on the 
documentation 
apparent lack 
recommends 

fact that Glad reported 
to demonstrate 

of sustained efforts 
the Board disapprove 
place the company 

for 2004. 

no use of PCM in 2004, 
that it made reasonable efforts 

to work with the suppliers 
the exemption request for 

on the published list of Non 

facility to produce resin 
and process post consumer 

might not be able to 
January 2004. These specifications 

knowledge of the quality of 

direct staff to 
and Wholesalers 

Pactiv Corporation: 

Pactiv operates its own processing 
trash bags. The ability to clean 
accept material that other manufacturers 
new material specifications in 
provide potential suppliers with 
accept. 
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Individual Company Analysis: 

Board staff has evaluated each manufacturer’s submission regarding the efforts they 
made to obtain PCM, and to work with suppliers to ensure that the recycled material meet 
quality specifications.  A summary of each company’s submission, and staff’s 
recommendation, is discussed below.   

Glad Products Company (dba; Glad Manufacturing Company): 

In late 2003, Glad reconfigured one of its manufacturing lines to use post consumer 
material in the inner layers of some its trash bags. This modification would allow those 
trash bags to be manufactured with 2 to 3 percent post consumer material. The company 
stated that it was considering converting additional manufacturing lines to further 
increase the use of post consumer material.  However, the original trial run was 
discontinued after July of 2004 and no further tests have been scheduled.  The 2004 
reporting period data shows that Glad did not use any post consumer material in the 
manufacture of its trash bags.  Table 3, below, summarizes Glad’s PCM utilization since 
2001.  

Table 3: Glad Manufacturing’s History of PCM Usage: 2001-2004. 

                
Year 

                  
PCM Tons PCM % Tons of Bags 

2004 0 0 7,499

2003 6 0.09 6,285

2002 0 0 9,632

2001 125 1.1 11,122

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Based on the fact that Glad reported no use of PCM in 2004, its lack of sufficient 
documentation to demonstrate that it made reasonable efforts to source PCM, and the 
apparent lack of sustained efforts to work with the suppliers it did test PCM from, staff 
recommends the Board disapprove the exemption request for Glad Manufacturing, and 
direct staff to place the company on the published list of Non-Compliant Manufacturers 
and Wholesalers for 2004.  
 
Pactiv Corporation: 
Pactiv operates its own processing facility to produce resin pellets for the manufacture of 
trash bags.  The ability to clean and process post consumer material allows Pactiv to 
accept material that other manufacturers might not be able to use.  Also, Pactiv developed 
new material specifications in January 2004.  These specifications were intended to 
provide potential suppliers with knowledge of the quality of material that Pactiv would 
accept.   
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Year PCM Tons PCM % Tons of Bags 

2004 130 2.3 5,607 

2003 131 2.5 5,181 

2002 357 7.5 4,704 

2001 662 15.2 4,349 
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For the 2003 certification, Pactiv reported it introduced the Renew brand of trash bags.  
These bags use significant amounts of post consumer and other secondary material in the 
bags.  The company also volunteered its testing facility and worked closely with Dr Joe 
Greene of California State University, Chico, to help develop a PCM Quality Assurance 
and Testing Protocol.  This research was funded by the Board.  In addition, the company 
has been an active participate in the Board’s film plastic working groups. 
 
Pactiv’s 2003 exemption request was based on proposed changes to its manufacturing 
process that would take affect during the 2004 certification period.  During the 
consideration of their exemption request for the 2003 certification, Pactiv stated that the 
equipment modifications would allow it to meet or exceed the 10 percent minimum-
content standard, with the caveat that it could acquire material of an appropriate quality.   
By mid-2004 Pactiv reported they had completed upgrading their trash bag production 
equipment to better accommodate the use of post consumer material from various 
sources.  This change was supposed to have allowed Pactiv to accept a greater range of 
post consumer material in both pellet and baled material forms.   
 
However, despite these actions, as noted in Table 4, Pactiv did not significantly increase 
its PCM usage.  In fact, its PCM usage has continued to decline.  Meanwhile, during 
2004 reporting period Pactiv increased its sales of regulated trash bags into California by 
7.5 percent.     
Table 4: Pactiv Corporation’s History of PCM Usage: 2001-2004. 

Year PCM  Tons PCM % Tons of Bags 

2004 130 2.3 5,607

2003 131 2.5 5,181

2002 357 7.5 4,704

2001 662 15.2 4,349
    
In conclusion, Pactiv’s use of PCM declined during 2004; and its submitted 
documentation indicated that Pactiv only made limited contacts and follow up with PCM 
suppliers.  Therefore, staff concludes that Pactiv did not demonstrate that it made 
reasonable efforts to obtain PCM and recommends the Board disapprove the exemption 
request under Option 2 and adopt Resolution 2005-229.   
 
Poly-America LP: 

For the 2004 reporting period Poly-America certified using 1,213 tons (up from 1,027 
tons in 2003) to achieve a 4.6 percent recycled content in its regulated trash bags.  Poly-
America reported using over 3,620 tons of post consumer material in its other film plastic 
products sold in California, a significant increased usage from 2003 of 1,700 tons in other 
plastic products.  Of the manufacturers requesting an exemption, Poly-America was able 
to obtain the largest percentage of PCM usage in California regulated trash bags.    
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Table 5: Poly-America’s History of PCM Usage: 2001-2004. 

Year PCM  Tons  PCM % Tons of Bags 

2004 1,213 4.6 26,339

2003 1,027 4.3 23,017

2002 873 4.29 20,380

2001 673 3.5 19,336

 

In contrast with most other trash bag manufacturers, Poly-America has the ability to 
process and prepare resin for the manufacture of their bags.  As such, the company can 
accept and process baled material that has some dirt and other contaminants.   As shown 
in Table 5, Poly-America’s efforts to obtain post consumer material to meet the minimum 
content requirements of law has continued to increase along with their sales of regulated 
bags.   

In conclusion, based on Poly-America’s continuing ability to incrementally increase its 
PCM use; its documented efforts to proactively source a relatively large amount of post 
consumer material in 2004, staff concluded that Poly-America made reasonable efforts to 
obtain PCM in 2004.  Therefore, staff recommends that the Board approve the exemption 
request for Poly-America under Option 1 and adopt Resolution 2005-230. 

Trans Western Polymers: 

Trans Western Polymers manufactures plastic trash bags for a number of “private labels” 
retailers and other sellers in California.   As noted in Table 6, for the 2004 reporting 
period, Trans Western certified using 80.0 tons of post consumer material in its regulated 
trash bags. This represents a recycled content percentage of 2.64 percent for their bags. 
For 2003, Trans Western used almost 60 tons to achieve a recycled content rate of less 
than two percent. 

Table 6: Trans Western Polymer’s History of PCM Usage: 2001-2004. 

 

Year  PCM Tons  PCM % Tons of Bags 

2004 80 2.6 3,025

2003 60 1.9 3,205

2002 32 1.0 3,089

2001 202 3.9 5,209
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Staff contacted Trans Western Polymer’s representative last year and was told that Trans 
Western was working on a long term strategy agreement with a supplier that would 
ensure a consistent supply of PCM for Trans Western into the foreseeable future.  Last 
year, they estimated “its 2004 recycled content usage should be in the 6 to 8 percent 
range and should be able to demonstrate full compliance by 2005.” 
Trans Western Polymers, despite having requested exemptions in the past, and supplying 
necessary documentation to receive one, they did not submit any supporting 
documentation for the 2004 certification.  This is in specific violation of California Code 
of Regulations, Section 17982(f).  Staff recommends the Board disapprove the exemption 
request for Trans Western Polymers and direct staff to place the company on the 
published list of Non-Compliant Manufacturers and Wholesalers for 2004.  
 
Therefore, staff recommends the Board disapprove the exemption request under Option 2 
and adopt Resolution 2005-231. 

 
Republic Bag 

Republic Bag manufacturers trash bags for institutions and other sellers in California.   
As noted in Table 7, Republic Bag has achieved the 10% post consumer resin 
requirement for several years, including 2001-2003 reporting periods.  Republic certified 
using 83 tons of post consumer material in its regulated trash bags for 2004, representing 
a recycled content percentage of 1.54 percent for their regulated bags. For 2003, Republic 
Bag used eight times more post consumer material at 722 tons to achieve a recycled 
content rate of 12.6 percent. 

Table 7: Republic Bag’s History of PCM Usage: 2001-2004. 

 

Year  PCM Tons  PCM % Tons of Bags 

2004 83 1.5 5,391

2003 722 12.6 5,733

2002 1,426 23.5 6,078

2001 769 12.9 5,950

 

This is the first exemption request for Republic Bag.  Even though clear direction was 
provided in the certification notice received by Republic regarding what documentation 
was required in order to receive and exemption, they still returned only their exemption 
request with an attached letter.  They did not submit any other supporting documentation 
required supporting an exemption request and this is in specific violation of California 
Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f).   
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Therefore, Staff recommends the Board disapprove the exemption request for Republic 
Bag under Option 2, and direct staff to add this company to the published list of Non-
Compliant Manufacturers and Wholesalers for 2004.   

Therefore, Staff recommends the Board disapprove the exemption request under Option 2 
and adopt Resolution 2005-232. 

 
B. Environmental Issues 

The Board’s 2004 Waste Characterization Study found plastics made up to 9.5 
percent of the disposal waste stream, or 3,809,699 tons out of a total of 40,235,328 
tons of material disposed by weight.    
 

Year Plastics Percent of 
Total Materials 

Film Plastics 
Percent 

Film Plastic 
Disposal in Tons 

Total Plastic 
Disposal in Tons 

1999 8.9% 3.9% 1,453,588 3,336,503
2004 9.5% 4.4% 1,747,659 3,809,699

 
Since the Board’s 1999 Waste Characterization Study plastics were found to make up 
8.9 percent of the disposed waste stream, or 3,336,503 tons out of a total of 
37,500,000 tons of material disposed.  This is an increase of approximately 473,000 
tons of plastic disposed annually.  Film plastics, specifically, composed 4.4% by 
weight of disposed materials, but increased by 16% in tons disposed annually.    
 
What the 2004 and 1999 numbers show is that plastic materials are lagging far behind 
other material types in regard to recovery and recycling.  The overall recycling rate 
for plastics remains at about 5 percent nationally.  Other material types (glass; paper; 
construction and demolition debris; and organics) are recycled at rates 15-50 percent.  
Therefore, more focus will be needed on plastic recovery, recycling, and market 
development.  And since film plastic represents over 46 percent of plastic material 
disposed of in California, special emphasis needs to be placed on market development 
for film.  The Board is currently in the process of conducting another Waste 
Characterization Study, focused on the commercial waste stream.  Since other 
materials continue to be diverted in increasing amounts, staff believes the trend of 
disposed plastics will continue to comprise an increasingly larger part of the waste 
stream well into the future. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
The Department of General Services (DGS) and other state agencies rely on the 
Board’s published lists to determine which companies are compliant and not 
compliant with the Plastic Trash Bag Law so that they can determine if they can 
contract with a particular company, or if a particular company offers recycled content 
trash bags.   
 
Publication of the names of non-compliant manufacturers and wholesalers provides an 
incentive for companies to comply with the plastic trash bag law.   One of the purposes of 
the law is to expand the markets for secondary materials recovered within the state.  The 
minimum recycled content requirements of the law support this purpose. 
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The Board and the Department of General Services are cooperatively implementing 
the State Agency Buy Recycled Campaign (SABRC), which seeks to increase the 
purchase of products manufactured with recycled or post consumer materials. One of 
the specific product categories is plastic products. The Board works with the 
departmental SABRC coordinators to increase the purchase of trash bags and other 
plastic products made with recycled materials. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
A number of manufacturers continue to express concern about the lack of availability 
of post consumer material that meets their quality standards. However, post 
consumer material suppliers and environmental stakeholders continue to express 
support for the Board's process to document that companies requesting an exemption 
met the regulatory requirements for obtaining one, and working with suppliers to 
obtain material that meets specified quality standards. Trash bag manufacturers 
continue to express their support for suspending and eventually repealing the existing 
law in favor of a more comprehensive approach to managing film plastic in 
California. This may impact their desire and level of effort to comply with this law 
should future certifications be necessary 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
There are no direct fiscal impacts due to this item. 

F.  Legal Issues 
Public Resources Code section 42297(b) requires the Board to annually publish a list of 
any manufacturers or wholesalers who failed to comply with the trash bag law. Subsection 
(c) (1) states that any supplier, manufacturer or wholesaler, and any of its divisions, 
subsidiaries, or successors, who fails to comply with the trash bag statute, shall be 
ineligible for the award of any State of California contract or subcontract, or for the 
renewal, extension, or modification of an existing contract or subcontract, until the Board 
determines that it is in compliance with the trash bag statute. Subsection (c) (2) further 
states that no State agency shall solicit offers from, award contracts to, or renew, extend or 
modify a current contract or subcontract with, any supplier, manufacturer, or wholesaler, 
or any of its divisions, subsidiaries, or successors, who fails to comply with the trash bag 
statute until the Board determines that it is in compliance with the statute. 

Public Resources Code section 42291(d) states that if any manufacturer is unable to obtain 
sufficient amounts of recycled plastic post consumer resin because of unavailability or 
because the available material did not meet the post consumer resin quality standards 
adopted by the Board, the manufacturer shall certify that fact to the Board. Each 
manufacturer shall make a reasonable effort to identify available supplies of material 
before submitting the certification. The Board must determine whether each of the 
manufacturers claiming the exemption made reasonable efforts to identify available 
supplies of post consumer material. If the Board does not find the company claiming the 
exemption made such reasonable efforts, then that company must be listed as non-
compliant with the Plastic Trash Bag Law. 
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The Board and the Department of General Services are cooperatively implementing 
the State Agency Buy Recycled Campaign (SABRC), which seeks to increase the 
purchase of products manufactured with recycled or post consumer materials.  One of 
the specific product categories is plastic products.  The Board works with the 
departmental SABRC coordinators to increase the purchase of trash bags and other 
plastic products made with recycled materials.  

  
D. Stakeholder Impacts 

A number of manufacturers continue to express concern about the lack of availability 
of post consumer material that meets their quality standards.  However, post 
consumer material suppliers and environmental stakeholders continue to express 
support for the Board’s process to document that companies requesting an exemption 
met the regulatory requirements for obtaining one, and working with suppliers to 
obtain material that meets specified quality standards.  Trash bag manufacturers 
continue to express their support for suspending and eventually repealing the existing 
law in favor of a more comprehensive approach to managing film plastic in 
California.  This may impact their desire and level of effort to comply with this law 
should future certifications be necessary 

   
E. Fiscal Impacts 

There are no direct fiscal impacts due to this item. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
Public Resources Code section 42297(b) requires the Board to annually publish a list of 
any manufacturers or wholesalers who failed to comply with the trash bag law.  Subsection 
(c) (1) states that any supplier, manufacturer or wholesaler, and any of its divisions, 
subsidiaries, or successors, who fails to comply with the trash bag statute, shall be 
ineligible for the award of any State of California contract or subcontract, or for the 
renewal, extension, or modification of an existing contract or subcontract, until the Board 
determines that it is in compliance with the trash bag statute.  Subsection (c) (2) further 
states that no State agency shall solicit offers from, award contracts to, or renew, extend or 
modify a current contract or subcontract with, any supplier, manufacturer, or wholesaler, 
or any of its divisions, subsidiaries, or successors, who fails to comply with the trash bag 
statute until the Board determines that it is in compliance with the statute. 

 
Public Resources Code section 42291(d) states that if any manufacturer is unable to obtain 
sufficient amounts of recycled plastic post consumer resin because of unavailability or 
because the available material did not meet the post consumer resin quality standards 
adopted by the Board, the manufacturer shall certify that fact to the Board.  Each 
manufacturer shall make a reasonable effort to identify available supplies of material 
before submitting the certification.  The Board must determine whether each of the 
manufacturers claiming the exemption made reasonable efforts to identify available 
supplies of post consumer material.  If the Board does not find the company claiming the 
exemption made such reasonable efforts, then that company must be listed as non-
compliant with the Plastic Trash Bag Law.   
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G. Environmental Justice 
Based on available information, staff is unaware of any environmental justice issue 
regarding this agenda item. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This Agenda Item is consistent with the Board's current Strategic Plan (Goal 2, 
Objective 2) to encourage the use of material diverted from landfills and the use of 
environmentally preferable practices, products and technologies. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
N/A 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  2004 Manufacturer's Notice Letter 
2.  2004 Manufacturer Certification Form 
3.  Resolution Number 2005-228; Glad Products Company (dba; Glad Manufacturing 

Company 
4.  Resolution Number 2005-229; Pactiv Corporation 
5.  Resolution Number 2005-230; Poly-America, Lp 
6.  Resolution Number 2005-231; Trans Western Polymers, Inc. 
7.  Resolution Number 2005-232; Republic Bag 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Sue Ingle Phone: (916) 341-6518 
B.  Legal Staff: Deborah Borzellari Phone: (916) 341-6056 
C.  Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 
Staff has not received any written documentation of support for this Item. 

B. Opposition 
Staff has not received any correspondence in opposition to this Item. 
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G. Environmental Justice 
Based on available information, staff is unaware of any environmental justice issue 
regarding this agenda item. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This Agenda Item is consistent with the Board’s current Strategic Plan (Goal 2, 
Objective 2) to encourage the use of material diverted from landfills and the use of 
environmentally preferable practices, products and technologies. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
N/A 

 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 
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2. 2004 Manufacturer Certification Form 
3. Resolution Number 2005-228; Glad Products Company (dba; Glad Manufacturing 

Company  
4. Resolution Number 2005-229; Pactiv Corporation 
5. Resolution Number 2005-230; Poly-America, Lp 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Sue Ingle Phone:  (916) 341-6518 
B. Legal Staff:  Deborah Borzellari Phone:  (916) 341-6056 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
Staff has not received any written documentation of support for this Item.  

 
B. Opposition 
Staff has not received any correspondence in opposition to this Item. 
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Alan C. Lloyd, Ph.D. Arnold Schwarzenegger www.ciwmb.ca.gov  

Secretary for Governor 
Environmental 

Protection 

January 3, 2005 

To: Manufacturers of Plastic Trash Bags 

Re: Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturer Certification for Calendar Year 2004 

California's Plastic Trash Bag Law (Public Resources Code sections 42292-42997) requires any 
manufacturer of plastic trash bags intended for sale in California to annually certify with the 
California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) its use of recycled plastic postconsumer 
material (RPPCM) in its "regulated" trash bags or other plastic products. The law defines 
"manufacturer" as any company who either fabricates trash bags from film plastic purchased 
from another company or a company who manufactures both the film plastic and the trash bags. 
A "regulated" trash bag is a plastic trash bag with a thickness of 0.70 mils or greater. 

The enclosed, "Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturer Certification" form must be submitted to the 
Board no later than March 1, 2005. It is important that you complete and return the enclosed 
certification form by the due date. A late and/or incomplete submittal may cause your company 
to be considered non-compliant with the law for the 2004 reporting period. If you do not 
manufacture plastic trash bags of any type for sale in California, or feel that you received this 
letter in error, please notify us immediately by calling the telephone number listed below. 

Public Resources Code section 42997 (b) states, in part, that no State of California agency shall 
enter into any contract, or amend or renew a contract with any company (and any of its divisions, 
subsidiaries or successors) that is not in compliance with the trash bag law. 

Public Resources Code section 42291(b) provides a trash bag manufacturer with two alternative 
methods to demonstrate compliance. Manufacturers can certify either one of the following: 

1. That its plastic trash bags contained a quantity of recycled plastic postconsumer material 
equal to at least 10 percent of the weight of the regulated bags; or 

2. That at least 30 percent of the weight of material used in all of its plastic products 
intended for sale in California is recycled plastic postconsumer material. 

Each manufacturer must document a reasonable effort to identify available supplies of material 
before submitting certification to the Board. All RPPCM reported to meet the 10% requirement, 
must be used during the 2004 reporting period. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
Printed on Recycled Paper 

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For 
a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web site at  http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/ 

Board Meeting                                                                                                          Agenda Item 27 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 1 
 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
 

Rosario Marin, Chair 
1001 I Street  Sacramento, California 95814  (916) 341-6000  
Mailing Address:  P. O. Box 4025,  Sacramento, CA 95812-4025 

www.ciwmb.ca.gov 
 
 
 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
 

Printed on Recycled Paper 
 

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For 
a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web site at http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/  

Arnold Schwarzenegger 
Governor 

Alan C. Lloyd, Ph.D. 
Secretary for 

Environmental 
Protection 

January 3, 2005 
 
 
To:  Manufacturers of Plastic Trash Bags 
 
Re:  Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturer Certification for Calendar Year 2004 
 
California’s Plastic Trash Bag Law (Public Resources Code sections 42292-42997) requires any 
manufacturer of plastic trash bags intended for sale in California to annually certify with the 
California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) its use of recycled plastic postconsumer 
material (RPPCM) in its “regulated” trash bags or other plastic products.  The law defines 
“manufacturer” as any company who either fabricates trash bags from film plastic purchased 
from another company or a company who manufactures both the film plastic and the trash bags. 
A “regulated” trash bag is a plastic trash bag with a thickness of 0.70 mils or greater. 
 
The enclosed, “Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturer Certification” form must be submitted to the 
Board no later than March 1, 2005.  It is important that you complete and return the enclosed 
certification form by the due date.  A late and/or incomplete submittal may cause your company 
to be considered non-compliant with the law for the 2004 reporting period.  If you do not 
manufacture plastic trash bags of any type for sale in California, or feel that you received this 
letter in error, please notify us immediately by calling the telephone number listed below. 
 
Public Resources Code section 42997 (b) states, in part, that no State of California agency shall 
enter into any contract, or amend or renew a contract with any company (and any of its divisions, 
subsidiaries or successors) that is not in compliance with the trash bag law.  
  
Public Resources Code section 42291(b) provides a trash bag manufacturer with two alternative 
methods to demonstrate compliance.  Manufacturers can certify either one of the following: 

1. That its plastic trash bags contained a quantity of recycled plastic postconsumer material 
equal to at least 10 percent of the weight of the regulated bags; or 

 
2. That at least 30 percent of the weight of material used in all of its plastic products 

intended for sale in California is recycled plastic postconsumer material. 
 
Each manufacturer must document a reasonable effort to identify available supplies of material 
before submitting certification to the Board.  All RPPCM reported to meet the 10% requirement, 
must be used during the 2004 reporting period.    
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Public Resources Code section 42291(d) permits manufacturers who cannot satisfy the 
postconsumer material mandates to comply through a demonstration that there was a lack of 
quality post consumer material. Pursuant to California Code of Regulations (CCR) Article 5, 
17982(f), to be considered for an exemption, a manufacturer must submit the following 
documentation: 

1. Suppliers of RPPCM contacted and discussions, 

2. Any and all RPPCM specifications and test methods, 

3. Independent test results, product specifications, a letter of certification, or other 
documentation from each supplier of RPPCM you rejected or refused to purchase on the 
basis that it did not meet the Board's minimum RPPCM quality standards, demonstrating 
that the material does not meet quality standards, 

4. Performance of ASTM tests, identified in Title 14, California Code of Regulations, 
Article 5, 17982(a), 

5. A written explanation describing the circumstances leading to your decision to reject or 
refuse to purchase every sample or shipment of rejected or refused RPPCM, and, 

6. A written explanation from the supplier of any sample or shipment of RPPCM 
describing the quality of the particular material which was rejected or refused by you. 

Manufacturers requesting an exemption from the Board must send a representative to a regularly 
scheduled Board meeting to present evidence supporting its claim that the company took 
reasonable efforts to obtain RPPCM. The Board will only consider reasonable efforts taken to 
source RPPCM during the 2004 reporting period. 

Send the completed and signed certification form via FAX to: 
Plastic Trash Bag Certification Program at (916) 319-7694, or 
E-mail correspondence to plasticbag@ciwmb.ca.gov. 

In addition, you should mail the completed and signed certification form to: 
Attn: Plastic Trash Bag Certification Program, MS 12 
California Integrated Waste Management Board 
P.O. Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 95812 

The postmark or FAX submittal date of the certification form must be no later than March 1, 
2005. 
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describing the quality of the particular material which was rejected or refused by you. 

Manufacturers requesting an exemption from the Board must send a representative to a regularly 
scheduled Board meeting to present evidence supporting its claim that the company took 
reasonable efforts to obtain RPPCM.  The Board will only consider reasonable efforts taken to 
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The enclosed certification forms and trash bag program information are also available on the 
CIWMB Web site at: www.ciwmb.ca.gov/BuyRecycled/TrashBags.  

State Agency Buy Recycled Campaign Requirement: 
Additionally, please complete and return the enclosed Recycled-Content Certification form 
#74M. California's Public Contract Code requires contractors certify the recycled content of 
products sold to state agencies. A complete explanation of the State Agency Buy Recycled 
Campaign is available on the Board's Web site at: www.ciwmb.ca.gov/BuyRecyled/StateAgency.  
Manufacturers of compliant trash bags will be listed on the Board's Recycled Products 
Database. Pre-certifying your products greatly increases the likelihood that those products will 
be purchased by State and other public agency procurement officers. You may submit the form 
by FAX to: (916) 319-7694. 

If you have any questions, or need additional information please contact 
Sue Ingle at (916) 341-6518 or Neal Johnson at (916) 341-6513. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Leaon, Supervisor 
Plastic Recycling Technologies Section 
Integrated Waste Management Board 

Enclosures: Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturer Certification Form 
Public Records Information 
SABRC Form-74M 

cc: Trevor O'Shaughnessy, California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Kevin Taylor, California Integrated Waste Management Board 
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State Agency Buy Recycled Campaign Requirement: 
Additionally, please complete and return the enclosed Recycled-Content Certification form 
#74M.  California’s Public Contract Code requires contractors certify the recycled content of 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
CIWMB #57 (01/05) 

Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturer 
Reporting Period: January 1 through December 

California law requires each manufacturer to certify to the Integrated Waste Management 
intended for sale in California. 

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED 
WASTE MANAGEMENT 

Certification 
31, 

BOARD 

plastic trash bags Board by March 1 of each year for the 

Instructions 
1. Please type or print legibly in ink. Use "N/A" for items which are not applicable. 
2. Please fill in the year for the reporting period in the title block above. 

3. If you did not manufacture regulated trash bags during the reporting period which were intended for sale in 
California, mark item 10 and 10a, sign and return the form. 

4. If you produce your own Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material, please complete section E. 

Definitions of Terms 
Plastic Trash Bag - a bag that is manufactured for intended use as a container to hold, store, or transport 

materials to be discarded, composted, or recycled, including, but not limited to, garbage bags, composting bags, 

lawn and leaf bags, can-liner bags, kitchen bags, compactor bags, and recycling bags. 

Regulated Trash Bag - a plastic trash bag of 0.70 mil or greater thickness that is intended for sale in the state. 

APCM (Actual postconsumer material) - the postconsumer material used in a feedstock to 

manufacture trash bags. 

RPPCM (Recycled plastic postconsumer material) - the plastic feedstock which is used to manufacture 

trashbags which contain postconsumer material. RPPCM may contain any amount (1 - 100%) of postconsumer 

material; however, compliance will be determined based on the APCM content of the trash bag. 
Proximate Prior Usage of RPPCM - the collected finished product from which the postconsumer material was derived 

prior to being processed into RPPCM for use in the regulated bag. 

Note 
For each ton of RPPCM purchased from sources of RPPCM in California for use in the manufacture of plastic trash 
bags, or other products with recycled postconsumer material, the CIWMB will credit the manufacturer with having used 
1.2 tons of RPPCM toward the compliance requirements. 

Section A - Manufacturer Information 
Please provide your company information below 

(1) Company Name (2) Date 

(3) Contact Person (3a) E-Mail Address (Optional) (4) Phone Number 
( ) 

(5) Mailing Address Of The Company Headquarters (6) City (7) State (8) Zip Code 

(9a) Company's plastic trash bags intended for sale in California contained an annual aggregate Actual 
Postconsumer Material (APCM) equal to, at least, 10% of the weight of regulated trash bags. TRUE FALSE 

(9b) Company's plastic products intended for sale in California contained an annual aggregate of 30% APCM. TRUE FALSE 
(10a) Company did not sell any plastic trash bags in California during the reporting period TRUE FALSE 

(10b) All the trash bags sold in California were non-regulated trash bags TRUE FALSE 
(10c) Circle each type of trash bag sold in California:1.) Non-plastic bags 2.) Medical waste bags 3.) Hazardous waste bags 

4.) Less than 0.70 mil in thickness 
(10d) Circle each applicable self-exemption: 1.) RPPCM Quality 2.) RPPCM Availability 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED 
CIWMB #57 (01/05) WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

              Reporting Period: January 1 through December 31, _____

                        
       Instructions

1.  Please type or print legibly in ink.  Use "N/A" for items which are not applicable.
2.  Please fill in the year for the reporting period in the title block above.
3.  If you did not manufacture regulated trash bags during the reporting period which were intended for sale in 
       California, mark item 10 and 10a, sign and return the form.
4.  If you produce your own Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material, please complete section E.

Definitions of Terms
Plastic Trash Bag - a bag that is manufactured for intended use as a container to hold, store, or transport
materials to be discarded, composted, or recycled, including, but not limited to, garbage bags, composting bags,
lawn and leaf bags, can-liner bags, kitchen bags, compactor bags, and recycling bags.
Regulated Trash Bag - a plastic trash bag of 0.70 mil or greater thickness that is intended for sale in the state.
APCM (Actual postconsumer material) - the postconsumer material used in a feedstock to
 manufacture trash bags.
RPPCM (Recycled plastic postconsumer material) - the plastic feedstock which is used to manufacture  
trashbags which contain postconsumer material.  RPPCM may contain any amount (1 - 100%) of postconsumer
material; however, compliance will be determined based on the APCM content of the trash bag.

(1)   Company Name (2)   Date

(3)   Contact Person (3a) E-Mail Address (Optional) (4)   Phone Number
(       )   

(5)   Mailing Address Of The Company Headquarters (6)  City (7) State (8)  Zip Code

 Postconsumer Material (APCM) equal to, at least, 10% of the weight of regulated trash bags. TRUE   FALSE
(9b)   Company's plastic products intended for sale in California contained an annual aggregate of 30% APCM. TRUE   FALSE
(10a)  Company did not sell any plastic trash bags in California during the reporting period TRUE   FALSE
(10b)  All the trash bags sold in California were non-regulated trash bags TRUE   FALSE
(10c)   Circle each type of trash bag sold in California:1.) Non-plastic bags 2.) Medical waste bags 3.) Hazardous waste bags
           4.) Less than 0.70 mil in thickness
(10d)  Circle each applicable self-exemption:  1.) RPPCM Quality  2.) RPPCM Availability

For each ton of RPPCM purchased from sources of RPPCM in California for use in the manufacture of  plastic trash 
bags, or other products with recycled postconsumer material, the CIWMB will credit the manufacturer with having used 
1.2 tons of RPPCM toward the compliance requirements.

            Please provide your company information below

Proximate Prior Usage of RPPCM - the collected finished product from which the postconsumer material was derived 
prior to being processed into RPPCM for use in the regulated bag.

California law requires each manufacturer to certify to the Integrated Waste Management Board by March 1 of each year for the plastic trash bags
intended for sale in California.

Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturer Certification

(9a)   Company's plastic trash bags intended for sale in California contained an annual aggregate Actual  

Section A - Manufacturer Information
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Section B - Percent of Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material (RPPCM) 
Complete either Section B1 or Section B2. You are in compliance if either of the following is met: 

Use 

in 
a) In Section B1 you showed that APCM used is 10% by weight of regulated bags; or, 
b) In Section B2 you showed that 30% of the materials used in all of your plastic products intended for sale 

California is APCM 

Section B1- Claiming Compliance Based on Plastic Trash Bags Only 

S
ec

t i
o

n
  B

1
 

(11) Total number of plastic trash bags intended for sale or sold in California during the reporting period 

(12) Total plastic trash bags intended for sale in California during the reporting period. tons 
Calculations for Total Tons of APCM Used 

tons 

(13) California Source 
(13a) RPPCM purchased from California sources for use in the manufacture 

of plastic trash bags intended for sale in California during the reporting period 
(13b) Actual postconsumer material (APCM) purchased from California sources tons 

Example: (a) 10 tons of 80% postconsumer content resin = 8 tons of APCM 
(b) 10 tons of 10% postconsumer content resin = 1 tons of APCM 
(c) Total actual postconsumer material= (a) + (b) = 9 tons of APCM 

(13c) APCM credit for purchasing from California RPPCM sources 
(1.2 x Line 13b) tons 

14) N -California So 
(14a) APCM purchased from non-California sources and used to manufacture 

plastic trash bags intended for sale in California during the reporting period. tons 
(15) Total APCM used in the manufacture of plastic trash bags intended for sale in California 

during the reporting period (Line 13c + Line 14a) tons 

(16) Total number of regulated trash bags intended for sale in California during the reporting period. 

(17) Total regulated trash bags intended for sale in California during the reporting period. tons 

(18) Compliance Percentage: APCM used to manufacture plastic trash bags 
expressed as percent by weight of regulated bags (Line 15/Line17 x 100) 

% 

Section B2 - Claiming Compliance Based on All Plastic Products 

S
ec

ti
o

n
  B

2  
_  
i
 

(19) Total of materials used to manufacture plastic products intended for sale in California 
during the reporting period. tons 

Calculations for Total Tons of APCM Used 

tons 

(20) California Sources 
(20a) RPPCM purchased from California sources for use in the manufacture 

of all plastic products intended for sale in California during the reporting period 
(20b) APCM purchased from California sources 

(See example above in 13b to convert RPPCM to APCM) tons 
(20c) APCM credit for purchasing from California sources 

(1.2 x Line 20b) tons 
21 Non-California Sources 
(21a) APCM purchased from non-California sources and used to manufacture 

all plastic products intended for sale in California during the reporting period. tons 
(22) Total APCM used to manufacture all plastic products intended for sale in California 

during the reporting period. (Line 20c + Line 21a) tons 
(23) Total APCM used to comply with federal and other California RPPCM requirements 

(same as Line 27) tons 
(24) Total APCM that can be counted for compliance with this Recycled Content of all 

Plastic Products requirement. (Line 22 minus Line 23) tons 

(25) Percent APCM used to manufacture all plastic products. (Line 24/Line19x100) % 
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Section B - Percent of Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material (RPPCM) Use

a)  In Section B1 you showed that APCM used is 10% by weight of regulated bags; or,
b)  In Section B2 you showed that 30% of the materials used in all of your plastic products intended for sale in 
      California is APCM

(11) Total number of plastic trash bags intended for sale or sold in California during the reporting period

(12) Total plastic trash bags intended for sale in California during the reporting period.                    tons
Calculations for Total Tons of APCM Used
   (13) California Source
     (13a) RPPCM purchased from California sources for use in the manufacture

 of plastic trash bags intended for sale in California during the reporting period _______tons
     (13b) Actual postconsumer material (APCM) purchased from California sources _______tons
             Example: (a) 10 tons of 80% postconsumer content resin = 8 tons of APCM

           (b) 10 tons of 10% postconsumer content resin = 1 tons of APCM
           (c) Total actual postconsumer material= (a) + (b) = 9 tons of APCM 

     (13c) APCM credit for purchasing from California RPPCM sources
(1.2 x Line 13b) _______tons

   (14)  Non-California Source
     (14a) APCM purchased from non-California sources and used to manufacture
                   plastic trash bags intended for sale in California during the reporting period. _______tons
(15) Total APCM used in the manufacture of plastic trash bags intended for sale in California

 during the reporting period (Line 13c + Line 14a) tons

(16) Total number of regulated trash bags intended for sale in California during the reporting period.

(17) Total regulated trash bags intended for sale in California during the reporting period.                    tons

(18) Compliance Percentage: APCM used to manufacture plastic trash bags                         %
        expressed as percent by weight of regulated bags (Line 15/Line17 x 100)

(19)  Total of materials used to manufacture plastic products intended for sale in California
         during the reporting period. tons
Calculations for Total Tons of APCM Used
   (20) California Sources
     (20a) RPPCM purchased from California sources for use in the manufacture

 of all plastic products intended for sale in California during the reporting period _______tons
     (20b) APCM purchased from California sources         

(See example above in 13b to convert RPPCM to APCM) _______tons
     (20c) APCM credit for purchasing from California sources

(1.2 x Line 20b) _______tons
   (21)  Non-California Sources
     (21a) APCM purchased from non-California sources and used to manufacture
                   all plastic products intended for sale in California during the reporting period. _______tons
(22) Total APCM used to manufacture all plastic products intended for sale in California

during the reporting period. (Line 20c + Line 21a) tons
(23)  Total APCM used to comply with federal and other California RPPCM requirements

(same as Line 27) tons
(24)  Total APCM that can be counted for compliance with this Recycled Content of all

 Plastic Products requirement. (Line 22 minus Line 23) tons

(25) Percent APCM used to manufacture all plastic products. (Line 24/Line19x100) %

Se
ct

io
n 

B
1

Se
ct

io
n 

B
2

Section B1- Claiming Compliance Based on Plastic Trash Bags Only

Section B2 - Claiming Compliance Based on All Plastic Products

Complete either Section B1 or Section B2.  You are in compliance if either of the following is met:
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Section C - Other Minimum Content Mandates 
Describe any other California or federal government recycled content use mandate(s) 

with which you are required to comply. Use additional sheets if necessary. 
(26a). Mandate: Tons of APCM used to comply: tons 

(26b) Mandate: Tons of APCM used to comply tons 

(26c). Mandate: Tons of APCM used to comply: tons 

(27) Total tons of APCM used to comply with other minimum content mandates tons 

Section D - Manufacturer Production Locations 
For each physical address at which you manufactured regulated trash bags for sale in California, 
list the number and tons of regulated trash bags manufactured. Use additional sheets if necessary. 

(28a) Company Name (29a) Contact Person (30a) Phone Number 

(31a) Street Address (32a) City (33a) State (34a) Zip Code 

(35a) Tons of regulated bags shipped (36a) Number of regulated bags shipped 
(28b) Company Name (29b) Contact Person (30b) Phone Number 

(31b) Street Address (32b) City (33b) State (34b) Zip Code 

(35b) Tons of regulated bags shipped (36b) Number of regulated bags shipped 
(28c) Company Name (29c) Contact Person (30c) Phone Number 

(31c) Street Address (32c) City (33c) State (34c) Zip Code 

(35c) Tons of regulated bags shipped (36c) Number of regulated bags shipped 
(28d) Company Name (29d) Contact Person (30d) Phone Number 

(31d) Street Address (32d) City (35d) State (34d) Zip Code 

(35d) Tons of regulated bags shipped (36d) Number of regulated bags shipped 
(28e) Company Name (29e) Contact Person (30e) Phone Number 

( ) 
(31e) Street Address (32e) City (33e) State (34e) Zip Code 

(35e) Tons of regulated bags shipped (36e) Number of regulated bags shipped 

Section E - Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material Production Information 
List every location at which your company produced RPPCM for the manufacture of your company's trash bags. 

If you did not produce RPPCM, mark N/A. Use additional sheets if necessary 
(37) Total tons of Recycled Postconsumer Material produced during the reporting period. Tons 
(38a) Company (39a) Street Address (40a) City (41a) State (42a) Zip Code 

(43a) Tons of RPPCM produced at this location 
Tons 

(44a) APCM content of RPPCM 
Tons 

(45a) Phone Number 
( ) 

(46a) Proximate prior usage of APCM: 
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                          Describe any other California or federal government recycled content use mandate(s) 
                                   with which you are required to comply.  Use additional sheets if necessary.
(26a).  Mandate: Tons of APCM used to comply: tons

(26b)  Mandate: Tons of APCM used to comply tons

(26c).  Mandate: Tons of APCM used to comply: tons

(27) Total tons of APCM used to comply with other minimum content mandates tons

For each physical address at which you manufactured regulated trash bags for sale in California, 
          list the number and tons of regulated trash bags manufactured.   Use additional sheets if necessary.
(28a)   Company Name (29a)   Contact Person (30a)   Phone Number

  
(31a)   Street Address  (32a)   City (33a) State (34a)   Zip Code

(35a)  Tons of regulated bags shipped (36a)  Number of regulated bags shipped
(28b)   Company Name (29b)   Contact Person (30b)   Phone Number

  
(31b)   Street Address  (32b)   City (33b) State (34b)   Zip Code

(35b)  Tons of regulated bags shipped (36b)  Number of regulated bags shipped
(28c)   Company Name (29c)   Contact Person (30c)   Phone Number

  
(31c)   Street Address  (32c)   City (33c) State (34c)   Zip Code

(35c)  Tons of regulated bags shipped (36c)  Number of regulated bags shipped
(28d)   Company Name (29d)   Contact Person (30d)   Phone Number

  
(31d)   Street Address  (32d)   City (35d) State (34d)   Zip Code

(35d)  Tons of regulated bags shipped (36d)  Number of regulated bags shipped
(28e)   Company Name (29e)   Contact Person (30e)   Phone Number

(       )   
(31e)   Street Address  (32e)   City (33e) State (34e)   Zip Code

(35e)  Tons of regulated bags shipped (36e)  Number of regulated bags shipped
Section E - Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material Production Information

List every location at which your company  produced RPPCM for the manufacture of your company's trash bags. 
 If you did not produce RPPCM, mark N/A.  Use additional sheets if necessary

Tons
(38a)   Company          (39a)  Street Address (40a)   City (41a) State (42a)   Zip Code

(43a)   Tons of RPPCM produced at this location (44a) APCM content of RPPCM (45a)   Phone Number
Tons Tons (       )

(46a) Proximate prior usage of APCM:

Section D - Manufacturer Production Locations

(37)   Total tons of Recycled Postconsumer Material produced during the reporting period.

Section C - Other Minimum Content Mandates
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(38b) Company (39b) Street Address (40b) City (41b) State (42b) Zip Code 

(43b) Tons of RPPCM produced at this location 
Tons 

(44b)APCM content of RPPCM 
Tons 

(45b) Phone Number 
( ) 

(46b) Proximate prior usale of APCM: 

(38c) Company (39c) Street Address (40c) City (41c) State (42c) Zip Code 

(43c) Tons of RPCM produced at this location 
Tons 

(44c) APCM content of RPPCM 
Tons 

(45c) Phone Number 
( ) 

(46c) Proximate prior usage of APCM: 

(38d) Company (39d) Street Address (40d) City (41d) State (42d) Zip Code 

(43d) Tons of RPCM produced at this location 
Tons 

(44d) APCM content of RPPCM 
Tons 

(45d) Phone Number 
( ) 

(46d) Proximate prior usage of APCM: 

Section F - Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material Supplier Information 
you purchased RPPCM. Use additional sheets if necessary. List every supplier from whom 

(47) Total tons of Recycled Postconsumer Material purchased during the reporting period. Tons 
(48a) Company (49a) Street Address (50a) City 51a) State (52a) Zip Code 

(53a) Contact Person (54a) Phone Number (55a) Tons of RPPCM purchased from supplier listed in 
Tons 

(48a) 

(56a) APCM content of the RPPCM 
% 

(57a) Proximate prior usage of the RPPCM. 

(48b) Company (49b) Street Address (50b) City (51b) State (52b) Zip Code 

(53b) Contact Person (54b) Phone Number (55b) Tons of RPPCM purchased from supplier listed in 
Tons 

(48b) 

(56b) APCM content of the RPCM 
% 

(57b) Proximate prior usage of the RPPCM. 

(48c) Company (49c) Street Address (50c) City (5k) State (52c) Zip Code 

(53c) Contact Person (54c) Phone Number (55c) Tons of RPPCM purchased from supplier listed in 
Tons 

(48c) 

(56c) APCM content of the RPCM (57c) Proximate prior usage of the RPPCM. 
% 

Section G - Recycled P astic Postconsumer Material Customer Information 
List every customer to whom you sold RPPCM. Use additional sheets if necessary. 

If you did not sell RPPCM, mark N/A. 

(58) Total tons of Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material sold during the reporting period. Tons 
(59a) Company (60a) Street Address (61a) City (62a) State (63a) Zip Code 

(64a) Contact Person (65a) Phone 
( ) 

(59b) Company (60b) Street Address (61b) City (62b) State (63b) Zip Code 

(64b) Contact Person (65b) Phone 
( ) 

(59c) Company (60c) Street Address (61c) City (62c) State (63c) Zip Code 

(64c) Contact Person (65c) Phone 
( ) 
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(38b)   Company          (39b)  Street Address (40b)   City (41b) State (42b)   Zip Code

(43b)   Tons of RPPCM produced at this location (44b) APCM content of RPPCM (45b)   Phone Number
Tons Tons (       )

(46b) Proximate prior usage of APCM:
(38c)   Company          (39c)  Street Address (40c)   City (41c) State (42c)   Zip Code

(43c)   Tons of RPCM produced at this location (44c) APCM content of RPPCM (45c)   Phone Number
Tons Tons (       )

(46c) Proximate prior usage of APCM:
(38d)   Company          (39d)  Street Address (40d)   City (41d) State (42d)   Zip Code

(43d)   Tons of RPCM produced at this location (44d) APCM content of RPPCM (45d)   Phone Number
Tons Tons (       )

(46d) Proximate prior usage of APCM:
Section F - Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material Supplier Information
 List every supplier from whom you purchased RPPCM.  Use additional sheets if necessary.

(47)   Total tons of Recycled Postconsumer Material purchased during the reporting period. Tons
(48a)   Company (49a) Street Address (50a)   City 51a)  State (52a) Zip Code

(53a)  Contact Person (54a)  Phone Number (55a)  Tons of RPPCM purchased from supplier listed in (48a)
 Tons

(56a)  APCM content of the RPPCM (57a)  Proximate prior usage of the RPPCM.
%

(48b)   Company (49b)  Street Address (50b)   City (51b) State (52b)   Zip Code

(53b)  Contact Person (54b)  Phone Number (55b)  Tons of RPPCM purchased from supplier listed in (48b)
 Tons

(56b)  APCM content of the RPCM (57b)  Proximate prior usage of the RPPCM.
%

(48c)   Company (49c)  Street Address (50c)   City (51c) State (52c)   Zip Code

(53c)  Contact Person (54c)  Phone Number (55c)  Tons of RPPCM purchased from supplier listed in (48c)
 Tons

(56c)  APCM content of the RPCM (57c)  Proximate prior usage of the RPPCM.
%

Section G - Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material Customer Information
List every customer to whom you sold RPPCM.  Use additional sheets if necessary.

  If you did not sell RPPCM, mark N/A.

(58)   Total tons of Recycled Plastic Postconsumer Material sold during the reporting period. Tons
(59a)   Company (60a)  Street Address (61a)   City (62a) State (63a)   Zip Code

(64a)  Contact Person (65a)  Phone
(       )

(59b)   Company (60b)  Street Address (61b)   City (62b) State (63b)   Zip Code

(64b)  Contact Person (65b)  Phone
(       )

(59c)   Company (60c)  Street Address (61c)   City (62c) State (63c)   Zip Code

(64c)  Contact Person (65c)  Phone
 (       )
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Board Meeting Attachment 2 
August 16-17, 2005 

Section H - Certification Instructions 

Certification: Only the following persons are authorized to sign this form. 

* Corporation: By a responsible corporate officer or manager authorized to make management decisions which 
govern the operation of reporting facility. 

* Partnership or sole proprietorship: The general partner or proprietor. 

* Government agency: By either the principal executive officer or a designated elected official who is authorized 
to obligate the entity for purposes of this certification. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision, that to 
best of my knowledge and belief, the information provided is true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 
penalties for submitting false or misleading information in this certification, including the possibility of fine or imprisonment, or 
for violations. 

the 

both 

Signature Of Individual Authorized To Sign Title Of Authorized Individual 

Typed Or Printed Name Of Authorized Individual Date Phone Number 

Return the completed and signed form to: (916) 319 -  7694 FAX No., E-mail: Plasticbag@ciwmb.ca.gov  

Alternative mailing address: Attn: Plastic Trash Bag certification Program, MS 12 
California Integrated Waste Management Board 
P. O. Box 4025 
Sacramento, CA 94812-4025 

Certification Control # 

Official Use Only 

Received by: Date: Reviewed by: Date: 

Entered by: Date: 

Page 5 of 5 

Board Meeting
August 16-17, 2005

Attachment 2

Section H - Certification Instructions

 Certification: Only the following persons are authorized to sign this form.

* Corporation: By a responsible corporate officer or manager authorized to make management decisions which 
  govern the operation of reporting facility.

* Partnership or sole proprietorship: The general partner or proprietor.

* Government agency: By either the principal executive officer or a designated elected official who is authorized 
   to obligate the entity for purposes of this certification.

Signature Of Individual Authorized To Sign Title Of Authorized Individual

Typed Or Printed Name Of Authorized Individual                 

Return the completed and signed form to: (916) 319 - 7694  FAX No.,    E-mail: Plasticbag@ciwmb.ca.gov

Alternative mailing address: Attn: Plastic Trash Bag certification Program, MS 12
California Integrated Waste Management Board
P. O. Box 4025
Sacramento, CA  94812-4025

                Certification Control # ______________________

Official Use Only
Received by:_________________________Date: Reviewed by:________________________Date:
Entered by:__________________________Date:

Phone NumberDate

Page 5 of 5

I certify under penalty of perjury that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision, that to the 
best of my knowledge and belief, the information provided is true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 
penalties for submitting false or misleading information in this certification, including the possibility of fine or imprisonment, or both 
for violations.



Board Meeting Agenda Item 27 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-228 (Revised) 

Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Post Consumer Material To 
Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: Glad Products Company (dba) 
Glad Manufacturing Company 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(b) requires manufacturers of regulated 
(thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags sold in California to annually certify either: (1) 
their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or more post-consumer material; 
(2) used 30 percent post-consumer material in all of their plastic products; or (3) demonstrate 
that there was an insufficient supply of post-consumer materials to satisfy the 10 or 30 percent 
standards, or the quality of post-consumer materials available was inadequate; and 

WHEREAS, all manufacturers of regulated trash bags sold in California are required to submit 
annual certifications to the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board must annually publish a listing of manufacturers who do not demonstrate 
compliance with the plastic trash bag law; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297 prohibits any contract between non-
compliant manufacturers and any agency of the State of California, and 

WHEREAS, Glad Products Company (dba) Glad Manufacturing Company used 0 tons of 
recycled post consumer material acquired during 2004 to achieve a rate of 0.0 percent recycled 
content in its regulated trash bags; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42291(d) manufacturers must certify to 
the Board that they made reasonable efforts obtain post consumer plastic material, 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), manufacturers must 
document that there were insufficient quality and/or quantities of post consumer plastic resin to 
comply with the Plastic Trash Bag law for the 2004 certification period; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that it needs more information to determine whether Glad Products 
made reasonable efforts Company did-net-previde-suffieient-deeumentatien-ef4ts-elaim4hat-it to 

obtain post consumer material for the manufacture of its regulated trash bags during 2004. 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-228 (Revised) 
Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Post Consumer Material To 
Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: Glad Products Company (dba) 
Glad Manufacturing Company 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(b) requires manufacturers of regulated 
(thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags sold in California to annually certify either: (1) 
their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or more post-consumer material; 
(2) used 30 percent post-consumer material in all of their plastic products; or (3) demonstrate 
that there was an insufficient supply of post-consumer materials to satisfy the 10 or 30 percent 
standards, or the quality of post-consumer materials available was inadequate; and 
 
WHEREAS, all manufacturers of regulated trash bags sold in California are required to submit 
annual certifications to the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board must annually publish a listing of manufacturers who do not demonstrate 
compliance with the plastic trash bag law; and 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297 prohibits any contract between non-
compliant manufacturers and any agency of the State of California, and 
 
WHEREAS, Glad Products Company (dba) Glad Manufacturing Company used 0 tons of 
recycled post consumer material acquired during 2004 to achieve a rate of 0.0 percent recycled 
content in its regulated trash bags; and  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42291(d) manufacturers must certify to 
the Board that they made reasonable efforts obtain post consumer plastic material,  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), manufacturers must 
document that there were insufficient quality and/or quantities of post consumer plastic resin to 
comply with the Plastic Trash Bag law for the 2004 certification period; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board finds that it needs more information to determine whether Glad Products 
Company did not provide sufficient documentation of its claim that it made reasonable efforts to 
obtain post consumer material for the manufacture of its regulated trash bags during 2004. 

 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board determines that Glad Products 
Company's request for an exemption to the recycled content requirements of Public Resources 
Code Section 42291 is disapproved. be future Board will re-evaluated at a meeting. 

BF.-1- FUlit-TREIt-RESOLVEDTthe-BearEl-difeets-staff-te-adEl-GlaEl-Preduets-GemPante-the 

to notify state agency procurement officials. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

Page (2005-228 (Revised)) 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board determines that Glad Products 
Company’s request for an exemption to the recycled content requirements of Public Resources 
Code Section 42291 is disapproved. will be re-evaluated at a future Board meeting.
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board directs staff to add Glad Products Company to the 
2004 Non-Compliant Manufacturers and Wholesalers list published on the Board’s Web site and 
to notify state agency procurement officials.  

 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated:   
 
 
 
 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 27 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 4 

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-229 (Revised) 

Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Post Consumer Material To 
Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: Pactiv Corporation 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(b) requires manufacturers of regulated 
(thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags sold in California to annually certify either: (1) 
their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or more post-consumer material; 
(2) used 30 percent post-consumer material in all of their plastic products; or (3) demonstrate 
that there was an insufficient supply of post-consumer materials to satisfy the 10 or 30 percent 
standards, or the quality of post-consumer materials available was inadequate; and 

WHEREAS, all manufacturers of regulated trash bags sold in California are required to submit 
annual certifications to the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board must annually publish a listing of manufacturers who do not demonstrate 
compliance with the plastic trash bag law; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297 prohibits any contract between non-
compliant manufacturers and any agency of the State of California; and 

WHEREAS, Pactiv Corporation used 130 tons of recycled post consumer material acquired 
during 2004 to achieve a rate of 2.3 percent recycled content in its regulated trash bags; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42291(d) manufacturers must certify to 
the Board that they made reasonable efforts obtain post consumer plastic material, 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), manufacturers must 
document that there were insufficient quality and/or quantities of post consumer plastic resin to 
comply with the Plastic Trash Bag law for the 2004 certification period; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that it needs more information to determine whether Pactiv 
Corporation did-net-previde-suffieient-deeumentafien-suppefting-its-elaim-ef-inability made 
reasonable efforts to obtain sufficient quality and quantities of post consumer 

2004. 

(over) 

Page 
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manufacture of its regulated trash bags in 

 

Page (2005-229 (Revised))  

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 27 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 4 
  

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-229 (Revised) 
Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Post Consumer Material To 
Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: Pactiv Corporation 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(b) requires manufacturers of regulated 
(thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags sold in California to annually certify either: (1) 
their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or more post-consumer material; 
(2) used 30 percent post-consumer material in all of their plastic products; or (3) demonstrate 
that there was an insufficient supply of post-consumer materials to satisfy the 10 or 30 percent 
standards, or the quality of post-consumer materials available was inadequate; and 
 
WHEREAS, all manufacturers of regulated trash bags sold in California are required to submit 
annual certifications to the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board must annually publish a listing of manufacturers who do not demonstrate 
compliance with the plastic trash bag law; and 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297 prohibits any contract between non-
compliant manufacturers and any agency of the State of California; and 
 
WHEREAS, Pactiv Corporation used 130 tons of recycled post consumer material acquired 
during 2004 to achieve a rate of 2.3 percent recycled content in its regulated trash bags; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42291(d) manufacturers must certify to 
the Board that they made reasonable efforts obtain post consumer plastic material,  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), manufacturers must 
document that there were insufficient quality and/or quantities of post consumer plastic resin to 
comply with the Plastic Trash Bag law for the 2004 certification period; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board finds that it needs more information to determine whether Pactiv 
Corporation did not provide sufficient documentation supporting its claim of inability made 
reasonable efforts to obtain sufficient quality and quantities of post consumer material for the 
manufacture of its regulated trash bags in 2004.  
 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board determines that Pactiv Corporation's 
request for an exemption to the recycled content requirements of Public Resources Code Section 
42291 is-disappreveEl, will be re-evaluated at a future Board meeting. 

BF.-1- FUlit-TREIt-RESOLVEDTthe-BearEl-difeets-staff-to-adE1-12aefiN"GeTeratiewto-the-2004  

notify state agency procurement officials. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 

Page (2005-229 (Revised)) 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board determines that Pactiv Corporation’s 
request for an exemption to the recycled content requirements of Public Resources Code Section 
42291 is disapproved. will be re-evaluated at a future Board meeting.
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board directs staff to add Pactiv Corporation to the 2004 
Non-Compliant Manufacturers and Wholesalers list published on the Board’s Web site and to 
notify state agency procurement officials. 
 

 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated:   
 
 
 
 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-230 

Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Post Consumer Material To 
Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: Poly- America, Lp. 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(b) requires manufacturers of regulated 
(thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags sold in California to annually certify either: (1) 
their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or more post-consumer material; 
(2) used 30 percent post-consumer material in all of their plastic products; or (3) demonstrate 
that there was an insufficient supply of post-consumer materials to satisfy the 10 or 30 percent 
standards, or the quality of post-consumer materials available was inadequate; and 

WHEREAS, all manufacturers of regulated trash bags sold in California are required to submit 
annual certifications to the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board must annually publish a listing of manufacturers who do not demonstrate 
compliance with the plastic trash bag law; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(c) prohibits any contract between non-
compliant manufacturers and any agency of the State of California; and 

WHEREAS, Poly-America, LP used 1,213 tons of recycled post consumer material acquired 
during 2004 to achieve a rate of 4.6 percent recycled content in its regulated trash bags; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42291(d) manufacturers must certify to 
the Board that they made reasonable efforts obtain post consumer plastic material, 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), manufacturers must 
document that there were insufficient quality and/or quantities of post consumer plastic resin to 
comply with the Plastic Trash Bag law for the 2004 certification period; and 

WHEREAS, Poly America provided documentation that it made reasonable efforts to obtain 
post consumer material for meeting minimum content requirements in the manufacture of its 
regulated trash bags during 2004. 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-230 
Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Post Consumer Material To 
Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: Poly- America, Lp. 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(b) requires manufacturers of regulated 
(thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags sold in California to annually certify either: (1) 
their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or more post-consumer material; 
(2) used 30 percent post-consumer material in all of their plastic products; or (3) demonstrate 
that there was an insufficient supply of post-consumer materials to satisfy the 10 or 30 percent 
standards, or the quality of post-consumer materials available was inadequate; and 
 
WHEREAS, all manufacturers of regulated trash bags sold in California are required to submit 
annual certifications to the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board must annually publish a listing of manufacturers who do not demonstrate 
compliance with the plastic trash bag law; and 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(c) prohibits any contract between non-
compliant manufacturers and any agency of the State of California; and 
 
WHEREAS, Poly-America, LP used 1,213 tons of recycled post consumer material acquired 
during 2004 to achieve a rate of 4.6 percent recycled content in its regulated trash bags; and  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42291(d) manufacturers must certify to 
the Board that they made reasonable efforts obtain post consumer plastic material,  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), manufacturers must 
document that there were insufficient quality and/or quantities of post consumer plastic resin to 
comply with the Plastic Trash Bag law for the 2004 certification period; and 
 
WHEREAS, Poly America provided documentation that it made reasonable efforts to obtain 
post consumer material for meeting minimum content requirements in the manufacture of its 
regulated trash bags during 2004. 
 

 

(over) 



WHEREAS, The Board finds that Poly-America, LP provided sufficient documentation 
supporting its claim of inability to obtain sufficient quality and quantities of post consumer 
material for the manufacture of its regulated trash bags in 2004. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board determines that Poly-America's request 
for an exemption to the recycled content requirements of Public Resources Code Section 
is approved. 

42291 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 

of a 

Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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WHEREAS, The Board finds that Poly-America, LP provided sufficient documentation 
supporting its claim of inability to obtain sufficient quality and quantities of post consumer 
material for the manufacture of its regulated trash bags in 2004.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board determines that Poly-America’s request 
for an exemption to the recycled content requirements of Public Resources Code Section 42291 
is approved. 

 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated:   
 
 
 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-231 

Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Post Consumer Material To 
Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: Trans Western Polymers, Inc. 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(b) requires manufacturers of regulated 
(thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags sold in California to annually certify either: (1) 
their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or more post-consumer material; 
(2) used 30 percent post-consumer material in all of their plastic products; or (3) demonstrate 
that there was an insufficient supply of post-consumer materials to satisfy the 10 or 30 percent 
standards, or the quality of post-consumer materials available was inadequate; and 

WHEREAS, all manufacturers of regulated trash bags sold in California are required to submit 
annual certifications to the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board must annually publish a listing of manufacturers who do not demonstrate 
compliance with the plastic trash bag law; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297 prohibits any contract between non-
compliant manufacturers and any agency of the State of California; and 

WHEREAS, Trans Western Polymers, Inc used 80 tons of recycled post consumer material 
acquired during 2004 to achieve a rate of 2.6 percent recycled content in its regulated trash bags; 
and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42291(d) manufacturers must certify to 
the Board that they made reasonable efforts obtain post consumer plastic material, 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), manufacturers must 
document that there were insufficient quality and/or quantities of post consumer plastic resin to 
comply with the Plastic Trash Bag law for the 2004 certification period; and 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-231 
Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Post Consumer Material To 
Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: Trans Western Polymers, Inc. 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(b) requires manufacturers of regulated 
(thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags sold in California to annually certify either: (1) 
their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or more post-consumer material; 
(2) used 30 percent post-consumer material in all of their plastic products; or (3) demonstrate 
that there was an insufficient supply of post-consumer materials to satisfy the 10 or 30 percent 
standards, or the quality of post-consumer materials available was inadequate; and 
 
WHEREAS, all manufacturers of regulated trash bags sold in California are required to submit 
annual certifications to the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board must annually publish a listing of manufacturers who do not demonstrate 
compliance with the plastic trash bag law; and 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297 prohibits any contract between non-
compliant manufacturers and any agency of the State of California; and 
 
WHEREAS, Trans Western Polymers, Inc used 80 tons of recycled post consumer material 
acquired during 2004 to achieve a rate of 2.6 percent recycled content in its regulated trash bags; 
and  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42291(d) manufacturers must certify to 
the Board that they made reasonable efforts obtain post consumer plastic material,  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), manufacturers must 
document that there were insufficient quality and/or quantities of post consumer plastic resin to 
comply with the Plastic Trash Bag law for the 2004 certification period; and 
 

 

 

 

(over) 



WHEREAS, Trans Western Polymers, Inc. did not provide documentation of its claim that it 
made reasonable efforts to obtain sufficient post consumer material for the manufacture of its 
regulated trash bags during 2004. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board determines that Trans Western 
Polymers's request for an exemption to the recycled content requirements of Public Resources 
Code Section 42291 is disapproved. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board directs staff to add Trans Western Polymers to the 
2004 Non-Compliant Manufacturers and Wholesalers list published on the Board's Web 
to notify state agency procurement officials. 

site and 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 

of a 

Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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WHEREAS, Trans Western Polymers, Inc. did not provide documentation of its claim that it 
made reasonable efforts to obtain sufficient post consumer material for the manufacture of its 
regulated trash bags during 2004. 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board determines that Trans Western 
Polymers’s request for an exemption to the recycled content requirements of Public Resources 
Code Section 42291 is disapproved. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board directs staff to add Trans Western Polymers to the 
2004 Non-Compliant Manufacturers and Wholesalers list published on the Board’s Web site and 
to notify state agency procurement officials.  
 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated:   
 
 
 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-232 

Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Post Consumer Material To 
Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: Republic Bag 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(b) requires manufacturers of regulated 
(thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags sold in California to annually certify either: (1) 
their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or more post-consumer material; 
(2) used 30 percent post-consumer material in all of their plastic products; or (3) demonstrate 
that there was an insufficient supply of post-consumer materials to satisfy the 10 or 30 percent 
standards, or the quality of post-consumer materials available was inadequate; and 

WHEREAS, all manufacturers of regulated trash bags sold in California are required to submit 
annual certifications to the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board must annually publish a listing of manufacturers who do not demonstrate 
compliance with the plastic trash bag law; and 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(c) prohibits any contract between non-
compliant manufacturers and any agency of the State of California; and 

WHEREAS, Republic Bag used 83 tons of recycled post consumer material acquired during 
2004 to achieve a rate of 1.5 percent recycled content in its regulated trash bags; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42291(d) manufacturers must certify to 
the Board that they made reasonable efforts obtain post consumer plastic material, 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section 17982(f), manufacturers must 
document that there were insufficient quality and/or quantities of post consumer plastic resin to 
comply with the Plastic Trash Bag law for the 2004 certification period; and 

WHEREAS, Republic Bag did not provide documentation that it made reasonable efforts to 
obtain post consumer material for meeting minimum content requirements in the manufacture of 
its regulated trash bags during 2004. 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-232 
Consideration Of Requests By Plastic Trash Bag Manufacturers For Exemption For The Inability 
To Obtain Sufficient Quality Or Quantities Of Recycled Post Consumer Material To 
Demonstrate Compliance For The 2004 Reporting Period For: Republic Bag 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(b) requires manufacturers of regulated 
(thickness of 0.7 mil or greater) plastic trash bags sold in California to annually certify either: (1) 
their regulated trash bags were manufactured with 10 percent or more post-consumer material; 
(2) used 30 percent post-consumer material in all of their plastic products; or (3) demonstrate 
that there was an insufficient supply of post-consumer materials to satisfy the 10 or 30 percent 
standards, or the quality of post-consumer materials available was inadequate; and 
 
WHEREAS, all manufacturers of regulated trash bags sold in California are required to submit 
annual certifications to the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board must annually publish a listing of manufacturers who do not demonstrate 
compliance with the plastic trash bag law; and 
 
WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 42297(c) prohibits any contract between non-
compliant manufacturers and any agency of the State of California; and 
 
WHEREAS, Republic Bag used 83 tons of recycled post consumer material acquired during 
2004 to achieve a rate of 1.5 percent recycled content in its regulated trash bags; and  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 42291(d) manufacturers must certify to 
the Board that they made reasonable efforts obtain post consumer plastic material,  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Section  17982(f), manufacturers must 
document that there were insufficient quality and/or quantities of post consumer plastic resin to 
comply with the Plastic Trash Bag law for the 2004 certification period; and 
 
WHEREAS,  Republic Bag did not provide documentation that it made reasonable efforts to 
obtain post consumer material for meeting minimum content requirements in the manufacture of 
its regulated trash bags during 2004. 
 
 

 
 

(over) 
 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board determines that Republic Bag's request 
for an exemption to the recycled content requirements of Public Resources Code Section 
is disapproved. 

42291 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board directs staff to add Republic Bag to the 2004 Non- 
Compliant Manufacturers and Wholesalers list published on the Board's Web site and to 
state agency procurement officials. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 

notify 

Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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Dated:   
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Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For The Education And The Environment 
Education Consultant (FY 2005/2006 - 2006/2007, Integrated Waste Management 

ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The purpose of this item is to seek the Board's approval of the Scope of Work and fund 
allocation for the Education and the Environment Initiative Education (EEI) Consultant. 
The hiring of a consultant would be through the Request for Proposal process and would 
ask that those applying have the knowledge, skills, and abilities that Phase 4 
implementation will require. These would include: 1) appropriate credentialing; 2) 
national recognition, i.e. has worked with multiple states in environmental issues; 3) 
published written curriculum 4) additional research and publications; 5) in-depth 
knowledge of California's educational system and academic content standards; 6) strong 
connections to the scientific and educational communities nationwide; 7) advanced 
degrees preferably in the areas of science and the environment; and 8) experience 
working with State Departments of Education nationwide. 

ITEM HISTORY 
At its March 2004 Meeting, the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(CIWMB), approved the Scope of Work (SOW) to fund Consulting and Professional 
Services contracts (Contract Concept Number Three), associated with EEI allocated from 
the 2003/2004 Integrated Waste Management Account savings. 

At its June 2004 Board Meeting, the Board, approved a grant to the San Luis Obispo 
County Office of Education for the purpose of providing support, assistance, and 
expertise on a project that furthered the efforts of Senate Bill (SB) 373 (School Diversion 
and Environmental Education Law Program, (School DEEL)) and addressed a new law, 
Assembly Bill (AB) 1548, the Education and The Environment Initiative, (Pavley, 
Chapter 665, Statutes of 2003), which directly correlated to SB 373. 

At its December 2004 Meeting, the CIWMB heard the informational item: Update on the 
Status of the EEI (AB 1548). 

At its June 2005 Meeting, the CIWMB heard the informational item: Update on the 
Status of the EEI (AB 1548). 

At its August 2005 Meeting, the CIWMB will also be considering an associated item for 
the EEI Writing Teams. 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For The Education And The Environment 
Initiative Education Consultant (FY 2005/2006 - 2006/2007, Integrated Waste Management 
Account) 

 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

The purpose of this item is to seek the Board’s approval of the Scope of Work and fund 
allocation for the Education and the Environment Initiative Education (EEI) Consultant.  
The hiring of a consultant would be through the Request for Proposal process and would 
ask that those applying have the knowledge, skills, and abilities that Phase 4 
implementation will require.  These would include:  1) appropriate credentialing; 2) 
national recognition, i.e. has worked with multiple states in environmental issues; 3) 
published written curriculum; 4) additional research and publications; 5) in-depth 
knowledge of California’s educational system and academic content standards; 6) strong 
connections to the scientific and educational communities nationwide; 7) advanced 
degrees preferably in the areas of science and the environment; and 8) experience 
working with State Departments of Education nationwide. 
 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
At its March 2004 Meeting, the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(CIWMB), approved the Scope of Work (SOW) to fund Consulting and Professional 
Services contracts (Contract Concept Number Three), associated with EEI allocated from 
the 2003/2004 Integrated Waste Management Account savings. 

 
At its June 2004 Board Meeting, the Board, approved a grant to the San Luis Obispo 
County Office of Education for the purpose of providing support, assistance, and 
expertise on a project that furthered the efforts of Senate Bill (SB) 373 (School Diversion 
and Environmental Education Law Program, (School DEEL)) and addressed a new law, 
Assembly Bill (AB) 1548, the Education and The Environment Initiative, (Pavley, 
Chapter 665, Statutes of 2003), which directly correlated to SB 373.  

 
At its December 2004 Meeting, the CIWMB heard the informational item: Update on the 
Status of the EEI (AB 1548).  
 
At its June 2005 Meeting, the CIWMB heard the informational item: Update on the 
Status of the EEI (AB 1548). 
 
At its August 2005 Meeting, the CIWMB will also be considering an associated item for 
the EEI Writing Teams. 
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III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
A. Approves the Scope of Work, allocate funding for the hiring of an EEI Education 

Consultant, and adopt Resolution number 2005-233. 
B. Disapprove the Scope of Work for the EEI Education Consultant and allocation of 

funding for these services. 
C. Approve the Scope of Work with specific revisions, allocate funding for the hiring of 

an EEI Education Consultant and adopt Resolution number 2005-233. 

IV.  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
The Board staff recommends approval of Option 1 and adoption of Resolution number 
2005-233. 

V.  ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

1. Background: 
The Governor signed Assembly Bill (AB) 1548 in October 2003. This law requires 
the California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) and the CIWMB to 
work in cooperation with the Resources Agency (CRA), California Department of 
Education (CDE), State Board of Education (SBE), and the Office of the Secretary 
for Education (COSE) to: 
a. Develop environmental principles and concepts (EP&C) for elementary and 

secondary schools; 
b. Ensure that the EP&C are aligned to the academic content standards adopted by 

the SBE and do not duplicate/conflict with those standards; 
c. Incorporate the EP&C into criteria developed for textbook adoption in Science, 

Mathematics, English/Language Arts, and History/Social Sciences; and 
d. Develop and implement a K-12 unified education strategy with a model 

curriculum for the State's elementary and secondary schools. 

The EEI Model Curriculum is intended to provide K-12th  grade teachers, schools, 
and districts with standards-based curricular materials, approved by the State Board 
of Education, which can be used to teach the Environmental Principles and 
Concepts (EP&C). The Model Curriculum will be used as a scope and sequence for 
teaching the EP&C through a continuum from kindergarten through twelfth grade 
with clearly defined learning objectives that are aligned to California's academic 
content standards and targeted at helping students achieve mastery of those 
standards at each grade level. 

After it is developed, field-tested and pilot-tested, the model curriculum will be 
submitted to the Curriculum and Supplemental Materials Development 
Commission, an advisory body for the State Board of Education. Subsequent to 
this review, the materials will be revised and submitted to the SBE for approval, as 
required by AB 1548. The law also requires that the CDE post and maintain the 
model curriculum on their website. 

2. Introduction/Objectives for the Request for Proposals (RFP) 
The goals of this RFP are to complete the implementation of Phase 4 (see 
Attachment 2a) in the timeline for the development of the model curriculum as set 

Page 28 (Revised)-2 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-28 (Revised) 
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 28 (Revised)-2 
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funding for these services. 
C. Approve the Scope of Work with specific revisions, allocate funding for the hiring of 
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The Board staff recommends approval of Option 1 and adoption of Resolution number 
2005-233. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

1. Background: 
The Governor signed Assembly Bill (AB) 1548 in October 2003. This law requires 
the California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) and the CIWMB to 
work in cooperation with the Resources Agency (CRA), California Department of 
Education (CDE), State Board of Education (SBE), and the Office of the Secretary 
for Education (COSE) to: 
a. Develop environmental principles and concepts (EP&C) for elementary and 

secondary schools;  
b. Ensure that the EP&C are aligned to the academic content standards adopted by 

the SBE and do not duplicate/conflict with those standards; 
c. Incorporate the EP&C into criteria developed for textbook adoption in Science, 

Mathematics, English/Language Arts, and History/Social Sciences; and  
d. Develop and implement a K-12 unified education strategy with a model 

curriculum for the State's elementary and secondary schools. 
 

The EEI Model Curriculum is intended to provide K-12th grade teachers, schools, 
and districts with standards-based curricular materials, approved by the State Board 
of Education, which can be used to teach the Environmental Principles and 
Concepts (EP&C). The Model Curriculum will be used as a scope and sequence for 
teaching the EP&C through a continuum from kindergarten through twelfth grade 
with clearly defined learning objectives that are aligned to California’s academic 
content standards and targeted at helping students achieve mastery of those 
standards at each grade level. 

 
After it is developed, field-tested and pilot-tested, the model curriculum will be 
submitted to the Curriculum and Supplemental Materials Development 
Commission, an advisory body for the State Board of Education.  Subsequent to 
this review, the materials will be revised and submitted to the SBE for approval, as 
required by AB 1548.  The law also requires that the CDE post and maintain the 
model curriculum on their website. 

 
2.   Introduction/Objectives for the Request for Proposals (RFP) 

The goals of this RFP are to complete the implementation of Phase 4 (see 
Attachment 2a) in the timeline for the development of the model curriculum as set 
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forth in the Education and the Environment Initiative. It is recommended that 
Principal Consultants be hired through an RFP to accomplish the required tasks. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Staff is unaware of any environmental issues related to this contract. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Implementation of this program will result in: 
1.  Providing technical assistance to educators to integrate the model curriculum into 

existing curricula; 
2.  Advancing academic achievement for California students; 
3.  Educating students, as well as parents (through their children), about human health-

threats from environmental pollution; and 
4.  Teaching educators about environmental issues and giving them additional 

resources to teach the EP&C with an emphasis on standards-based classroom 
instruction. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Six million students and 1,059 school districts will be impacted by receiving the K-12 
model curriculum with its incorporated environmental educational principles and concepts. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Approximately $5 6 million dollars in consulting and professional services will be 

over two years to complete the model curriculum and begin the training of authorized 
educators for implementation of this curriculum, pending the signing of Assembly 
Bill 1721. 

F. Legal Issues 
This contract is authorized by GC §§ 19130. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Staff is not aware of any Environmental Justice issues related to this agenda item. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
The Initiative addressed the following strategic plan goals: 

A. Goal 3: Educate the public to better understand and participate in resource 
conservation and integrated waste management strategies. 

B. Objective 2: Strengthen and expand partnerships to better promote environmental 
education and integrated waste management strategies, and to achieve the 
maximum potential from funding that is available. 

C. Objective 3: Coordinate the integration of education efforts and programs within 
CIWMB and throughout Cal/EPA and its boards, departments, and office. 

D. Strategy B: Develop unified resources and actively promote K-12 environmental 
education outreach. 
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forth in the Education and the Environment Initiative.  It is recommended that 
Principal Consultants be hired through an RFP to accomplish the required tasks. 

 
B. Environmental Issues 

Staff is unaware of any environmental issues related to this contract. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Implementation of this program will result in:  
1.  Providing technical assistance to educators to integrate the model curriculum into 

existing curricula;  
2.  Advancing academic achievement for California students;  
3. Educating students, as well as parents (through their children), about human health-

threats from environmental pollution; and  
4. Teaching educators about environmental issues and giving them additional 

resources to teach the EP&C with an emphasis on standards-based classroom 
instruction. 

 
D. Stakeholder Impacts 

Six million students and 1,059 school districts will be impacted by receiving the K-12 
model curriculum with its incorporated environmental educational principles and concepts. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Approximately $5.6 million dollars in consulting and professional services will be 
authorized over two years to complete the model curriculum and begin the training of 
educators for implementation of this curriculum, pending the signing of Assembly 
Bill 1721. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
This contract is authorized by GC §§ 19130. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Staff is not aware of any Environmental Justice issues related to this agenda item. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
The Initiative addressed the following strategic plan goals: 
 
A.  Goal 3: Educate the public to better understand and participate in resource 

conservation and integrated waste management strategies. 
 

B.  Objective 2: Strengthen and expand partnerships to better promote environmental 
education and integrated waste management strategies, and to achieve the 
maximum potential from funding that is available.  
 

C.  Objective 3: Coordinate the integration of education efforts and programs within 
CIWMB and throughout Cal/EPA and its boards, departments, and office. 
 

D.  Strategy B: Develop unified resources and actively promote K-12 environmental 
education outreach. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
These funds will become available upon the chaptering of Assembly Bill AB 1721, an 
urgency clean-up measure sponsored by the Administration. Pending the signing of this 
Bill, approximately $5 6 million dollars in Consulting and Professional Services will be 
authorized over two years to complete the model curriculum and begin the training of 
educators for implementation of this curriculum. 

1. Fund Source 
2. Amount 

Available 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

Integrated Waste $2,800,000 $250,000 $2,550,000 Consulting & 
Management Professional 
Account FY Services 
2005/2006 

Integrated Waste $2,800,000 $250,000 $2,550,000 Consulting & 
Management Professional 
Account FY Services 
2006/2007 

Total $5,600,000 $500,000 $5,100,000 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
A. Scope of Work — Attachment 1 
B. Implementation Phase 4 Timeline for Model Curriculum — Attachment 2a 
C. Milestones for Development of Model Curriculum — Attachment 2b 
D. EEI Responsibilities Matrix — Attachment 3 
E. EEI Presentation — Attachment 3b 
F. Resolution 2005-233 — Attachment 4 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Bonnie Bruce Phone: (916) 341-6020 
B. Legal Staff: Holly Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff: Tom Estes Phone: (916) 341-6090 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

The EEI Initiative has the following state agency and associate partners (collectively 
referred to as the Education Partnership), who actively support Cal/EPA and CIWMB's 
efforts in implementation. 

1. State Agency Partners: State Department of Education, State Board of 
Education, Office of the Secretary for Education, California Assembly Member 
Pavley, California Resources Agency, and California Senator Torlakson. 

2. Associate Partners: Council for Environmental and Economic Balance, California 
Farm Bureau, California Forest Products Commission, California Institute for 
Biodiversity, California Manufacturers and Technology Association, California School 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

These funds will become available upon the chaptering of Assembly Bill AB 1721, an 
urgency clean-up measure sponsored by the Administration.  Pending the signing of this 
Bill, approximately $5.6 million dollars in Consulting and Professional Services will be 
authorized over two years to complete the model curriculum and begin the training of 
educators for implementation of this curriculum.  
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3. Amount to 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Bonnie Bruce Phone:  (916) 341-6020 
B. Legal Staff:  Holly Armstrong Phone:  (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff:  Tom Estes Phone:  (916) 341-6090 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

The EEI Initiative has the following state agency and associate partners (collectively 
referred to as the Education Partnership), who actively support Cal/EPA and CIWMB’s 
efforts in implementation.  
 
1.   State Agency Partners:  State Department of Education, State Board of 

Education, Office of the Secretary for Education, California Assembly Member 
Pavley, California Resources Agency, and California Senator Torlakson. 

 
2. Associate Partners:  Council for Environmental and Economic Balance, California 

Farm Bureau, California Forest Products Commission, California Institute for 
Biodiversity, California Manufacturers and Technology Association, California School 
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Boards Association, California Science Teachers Association, California State 
Association of Counties, California State Parent Teacher Association, California State 
Parks Foundation, California Teachers Association, Coalition for Clean Air, George 
Lucas Educational Foundation, Heal the Bay, League of California Cities, Ema, Inc., 
National Geographic Society, Planning and Conservation League, Scripps Institution 
of Oceanography, Sierra Club, Society of the Plastics Industry, TreePeople, UC 
Berkeley—School of Public Health, Universal Studios, USC Sea Grant, Walt Disney 
Company, Warner Bros. Entertainment, Waste Management Inc., Water Education 
Foundation, Western States Petroleum Association and Wright Consulting, Inc. 

3. Letters of Support: The Annenberg Foundation, Aquarium of the Bay (San 
Francisco), Aquarium of the Pacific, Compton Foundation, Humboldt State University 
Natural History Museum, The George Lucas Educational Foundation, Marisla 
Foundation, National Geographic Education Foundation, The Ocean Foundation, The 
David and Lucile Packard Foundation, The Rose Foundation, The San Diego 
Foundation, Santa Barbara Zoo, S. Mark Taper Foundation, The Walt Disney 
Company, Warner Bros., Western States Petroleum Association. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 

SCOPE OF WORK 
Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For The Education And The 

Environment Initiative Education Consultant (FY 2005/2006 - 2006/2007, 
Integrated Waste Management Account) 

I. INTRODUCTION/OBJECTIVES 

The this to in the Office goals of scope of work are complete, close coordination with of 

timeline for the development of the model curriculum as set forth in the Education and the 
Environment Initiative The EEI directives the development (EEI). provides specific regarding 
end-disseminatien-ef4he-Medel-Guffieulu+n-based-en-a-sefies-ef-Envifenfnental-Pfineiples-and 
Concepts that developed this Initiative (EP&C) were as part of 

les/.) Pending the AB (h • ://www.cale • a.ca.lov/Education/Princi • passage and_chaptering of 
1721, approximately $5 6 million dollars will be authorized over two (2) to complete the years 
model curriculum and of educators of curriculum. begin the training for implementation this 
This-Seepe-ef-Werk-will4nelude4he4ellewingi The this is to the goal of scope of work guide 
successful implementation of Phase 4 of the Education and the Environment Initiative. (EEI) 
This EEI is unprecedented in that there is no model in existence to accomplish this work. Our 
work on the first three phases of implementation has led us to the conclusion that implementation 
is multi-faceted and complex. In addition to the content-related responsibilities inherent in the 
development of a model curriculum, this work also includes the advising and guiding of 
numerous agencies that are named in the law. We firmly believe this model curriculum and 
associated implementation in California's schools has the potential of becoming a national 
model. This multi-phased, multi-year project is entering a critical phase, which will culminate in 
the review of a K-12 model curriculum for Science, History/Social Science. English Language 
Arts, and Mathematics by the Curriculum Development and Supplemental Materials 
Commission, with final adoption by the State Board of Education. Each step in the process of 
developing the model curriculum for presentation to the Commission and the Board must be 
planned and implemented in line with the requirements for such a review. The magnitude of this 
work required for effective and comprehensive implementation requires the utilization of an 
external consultant to guide the curricula development effort and successfully move it forward 
for fmal adoption by the State Board of Education, The Consultant would also be available to 
assist the Office of Education and the Environment's staff (OEE) as it completes each task as 
specified in Phase 4 of the work plan and provide tools to the OEE so that this office can 
ultimately lead the program into the future and perpetuity. 

The Consultant would: 

A. Work the Cal/EPA the CIWMB Co Managers to three technical with and assemble 
advioiy committees and background materials for technical writers. prepare 
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SCOPE OF WORK 
Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For The Education And The 

Environment Initiative Education Consultant (FY 2005/2006 - 2006/2007, 
Integrated Waste Management Account) 

 
 
I. INTRODUCTION/OBJECTIVES 

 
The goals of this scope of work are to complete, in close coordination with the Office of 
Environment and Education (OEE), the implementation of Phase 4 (see Attachment 2a) in the 
timeline for the development of the model curriculum as set forth in the Education and the 
Environment Initiative (EEI). The EEI provides specific directives regarding the development 
and dissemination of the Model Curriculum based on a series of Environmental Principles and 
Concepts (EP&C) that were developed as part of this Initiative 
(http://www.calepa.ca.gov/Education/Principles/.)  Pending the passage and chaptering of AB 
1721, approximately $5.6 million dollars will be authorized over two (2) years to complete the 
model curriculum and begin the training of educators for implementation of this curriculum.  
This Scope of Work will include the following:  The goal of this scope of work is to guide the 
successful implementation of Phase 4 of the Education and the Environment Initiative. (EEI)  
This EEI is unprecedented in that there is no model in existence to accomplish this work.  Our 
work on the first three phases of implementation has led us to the conclusion that implementation 
is multi-faceted and complex.  In addition to the content-related responsibilities inherent in the 
development of a model curriculum, this work also includes the advising and guiding of 
numerous agencies that are named in the law.  We firmly believe this model curriculum and 
associated implementation in California’s schools has the potential of becoming a national 
model.  This multi-phased, multi-year project is entering a critical phase, which will culminate in 
the review of a K-12 model curriculum for Science, History/Social Science. English Language 
Arts, and Mathematics by the Curriculum Development and Supplemental Materials 
Commission, with final adoption by the State Board of Education.  Each step in the process of 
developing the model curriculum for presentation to the Commission and the Board must be 
planned and implemented in line with the requirements for such a review.  The magnitude of this 
work required for effective and comprehensive implementation requires the utilization of an 
external consultant to guide the curricula development effort and successfully move it forward 
for final adoption by the State Board of Education,  The Consultant would also be available to 
assist the Office of Education and the Environment’s staff (OEE) as it completes each task as 
specified in Phase 4 of the work plan and provide tools to the OEE so that this office can 
ultimately lead the program into the future and perpetuity.  
 
The Consultant would: 
 

A. Work with the Cal/EPA and the CIWMB Co-Managers to assemble three technical 
advisory committees and prepare background materials for technical writers.  

 - 1 - 
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B.  

C.  

D. 

E.  

F.  

G.  

H.  

I.  

J.  

Develop and present a workshop to the Cal/EPA and CIWMB management team and 
OEE to update issues of educational trends and curriculum development. 

Utilize-the-guidebeek-developed-b-y-Phase-M-for-the-pfefessienal-kwiting-teams, 
Sufnmariz-e-andalidate-the4ssues-prepesed-bytheteelinieal-werking-greups, Attend 
Cal/EPA and CIWMB management team meetings on a regular basis to communicate 
progress on work completed. 

Develop templates for lessons to be by three technical units and reviewed (3) 

OEE. Consult the Cal/EPA CIWMB agencies, co managers, writers, and with and 
management team, and OEE to assemble technical advisory committees and prepare 
background materials for these committees. 

Design-planning-seasien sierialing-teams-te-ineefper-ate-the-EEI 
adepted-pfinciples-and-c-eneepts, Design and conduct four separate working sessions 
in Sacramento to guide the professional writing teams to incorporate the EEI adopted 
environmental principles and concepts. 

Conduct working eion in Sacramento to be concluded in ten days. Design and 
conduct training sessions for editors, and graphic designers. 

Develop-speeific-atiens-for-unit-and-lessen-templates-te-be-used-b-gfaphie-desigaer-s 
end-r-eviewed-by-teeimieal-eemfnittees-and-spenser-ing-ageneies In concert with the  
Cal/EPA and the CIWMB management team and OEE, review technical work 
products of writers, editors, and graphic designers based on a model curriculum 
template. 

Review , nits lessens "d t all an -with co-managerss ey elC sting 
testing to involve to 250 teachers Work OEE methodology. (field up statewide.) with 

in the development of plans and units of the model curriculum for review by the 
advisory committees, CEEIN, sponsoring agencies, co-managers, and professional 
writers. 

Ait in identification locations, teachers, training for field of recruit and provide 
testing. Develop field-testing methodologies and materials and assist OEE in the 
identification of field-testing locations and training. (To involve 250 teachers 
statewide.) 

Review field testing to determine Assist OEE in and analyze results effectiveness. 
reviewing and analyzing field-testing results to determine effectiveness. 

help ids  ti fy loc  do  s .,.,,1 Develop ,. ilot testing ids  trai. ing  methodology p  

testing to involve to 250 teachers Develop (pilot up statewide.) pilot-testing 
methodology and assist OEE in the identification of pilot testing locations and 
training. (To involve 250 teachers statewide.) 
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Develop and present a workshop to the Cal/EPA and CIWMB management team and 
OEE to update issues of educational trends and curriculum development. 

 
B. Utilize the guidebook developed by Phase III for the professional writing teams.  

Summarize and validate the issues proposed by the technical working groups.  Attend 
Cal/EPA and CIWMB management team meetings on a regular basis to communicate 
progress on work completed. 

 
C. Develop templates for units and lessons to be reviewed by three (3) technical 

committees, California Environmental Education Network (CEEIN), sponsoring 
agencies, co-managers, writers, and OEE.  Consult with the Cal/EPA and CIWMB 
management team, and OEE to assemble technical advisory committees and prepare 
background materials for these committees. 

 
D. Design planning sessions for professional writing teams to incorporate the EEI 

adopted principles and concepts.  Design and conduct four separate working sessions 
in Sacramento to guide the professional writing teams to incorporate the EEI adopted 
environmental principles and concepts. 

 
E. Conduct working sessions in Sacramento to be concluded in ten days.  Design and 

conduct training sessions for editors, and graphic designers. 
 

F. Develop specifications for unit and lesson templates to be used by graphic designers 
and reviewed by technical committees and sponsoring agencies.  In concert with the 
Cal/EPA and the CIWMB management team and OEE, review technical work 
products of writers, editors, and graphic designers based on a model curriculum 
template. 

 
G. Review all units and lessons with co-managers and OEE.  Develop field testing 

methodology. (field testing to involve up to 250 teachers statewide.)  Work with OEE 
in the development of plans and units of the model curriculum for review by the 
advisory committees, CEEIN, sponsoring agencies, co-managers, and professional 
writers. 

 
H.  Assist in identification of locations, recruit teachers, and provide training for field 

testing.  Develop field-testing methodologies and materials and assist OEE in the 
identification of field-testing locations and training.  (To involve 250 teachers 
statewide.) 

 
I.   Review and analyze field testing results to determine effectiveness.  Assist OEE in 

reviewing and analyzing field-testing results to determine effectiveness. 
 

J.   Develop pilot-testing methodology, help identify locations and provide training.  
(pilot testing to involve up to 250 teachers statewide.)  Develop pilot-testing 
methodology and assist OEE in the identification of pilot testing locations and 
training.  (To involve 250 teachers statewide.) 
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II.  

III.  

K. Review and analyze pilot testing reult to determine effectivene. Assist OEE in  
reviewing and analyzing pilot testing results to determine effectiveness. 

L. Finalize-Medel-Cuffieulum-Materials-fer--r-eview-by-the-Cuffieulum-and-Supplemental 

materials review and Education. Finalize Model Curriculum for by the Curriculum 
Supplemental Materials Commission and Agency Secretaries to obtain approval by 
the State Board of Education. 

M. In-eensultatien-with-OEE-develep-training-matefials-te4mplement-the-Medel 
Curriculum in districts County Offices Education in the State school and of of 
California. Attend less than three meetings as needed, at a minimum of no (3) 
meetings per month in Sacramento. Submit monthly status reports to contract 
manager(s). 

N. Attend less than three meetings as needed, at a minimum of no (3) meetings per 
menth4n-Saer-afnent-eSubmit-ment-hs-t-atus-r-epeFt-s-te-c-entraet-nianager-(s), Provide 
a process manual describing discrete tasks performed during the course of this 
contract including findings and recommendations for use by OEE staff to continue 
implementation of the EEI. 

0. Pr-evide-a-pr-eeess-manual-deseFibing-diser-ete-tasks-per-feFmed-dufing-t-he-EOufse-ef 
this contract including findings and recommendations for use by OEE staff to 

implementation the EEI. Provide to OEE Staff continue of consulting services and 
Cal/EPA and CIWMB management team for all annual and any other reports required 
by the Legislature, as needed. 

P. Provide to OEE Staff Cal/EPA CIWMB consulting services and and management 
tealii-fer-all-anfiUal-and-any-ether-FePefts-required-by-the-hegislatafeTas-needefk 

WORK TO PERFORM 

The goals of this SOW are to complete the implementation of Phase 4 (See Attachment 
2a) in the timeline for the development of the model curriculum as set forth in the EEI. 
Pending the passage and chaptering of AB 1721, approximately $5 6 million dollars will 
be authorized over two years to complete the model curriculum and begin the training of 
educators for implementation of this curriculum. 

TASKS IDENTIFIED 

The Contractor will provide the following: 

A. Wofk-with-Ge-Manager-s-te-assemble4eelmieal-adviseFy-eemmittees-and-pfepare 
baekgfeumd-matefials, Develop and present a workshop to the Cal/EPA and CIWMB 
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K.  Review and analyze pilot testing results to determine effectiveness.  Assist OEE in 
reviewing and analyzing pilot testing results to determine effectiveness. 
 

L.  Finalize Model Curriculum Materials for review by the Curriculum and Supplemental 
Materials Commission, and Agency Secretaries to obtain approval by State Board of 
Education.  Finalize Model Curriculum materials for review by the Curriculum and 
Supplemental Materials Commission and Agency Secretaries to obtain approval by 
the State Board of Education. 

 
M.  In consultation with OEE develop training materials to implement the Model 

Curriculum in school districts and County Offices of Education in the State of 
California.  Attend meetings as needed, at a minimum of no less than three (3) 
meetings per month in Sacramento.  Submit monthly status reports to contract 
manager(s). 

 
N.  Attend meetings as needed, at a minimum of no less than three (3) meetings per 

month in Sacramento.  Submit monthly status reports to contract manager(s).  Provide 
a process manual describing discrete tasks performed during the course of this 
contract including findings and recommendations for use by OEE staff to continue 
implementation of the EEI.
 

O.  Provide a process manual describing discrete tasks performed during the course of 
this contract including findings and recommendations for use by OEE staff to 
continue implementation of the EEI.  Provide consulting services to OEE Staff and 
Cal/EPA and CIWMB management team for all annual and any other reports required 
by the Legislature, as needed.
 

P.  Provide consulting services to OEE Staff and Cal/EPA and CIWMB management 
team for all annual and any other reports required by the Legislature, as needed. 

 
II. WORK TO PERFORM 

 
The goals of this SOW are to complete the implementation of Phase 4 (See Attachment 
2a) in the timeline for the development of the model curriculum as set forth in the EEI.  
Pending the passage and chaptering of AB 1721, approximately $5.6 million dollars will 
be authorized over two years to complete the model curriculum and begin the training of 
educators for implementation of this curriculum. 
 

III. TASKS IDENTIFIED 
 

The Contractor will provide the following:  
 

A. Work with Co-Managers to assemble technical advisory committees and prepare 
background materials.  Develop and present a workshop to the Cal/EPA and CIWMB 
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B.  

C.  

D.  

management team and OEE to update issues of educational trends and curriculum 
development. 
1. There will be three technical committees formed: Content Experts Committee, 

Education Advioiy Committee, and Profeional Development Committee. A 
one day workshop will be presented to educate Cal/EPA and CIWMB 
management team and OEE in current educational trends, curriculum 
development, and educational policies in California that could impact the EEI. 

Utilizethe-guidebeek-develeped-by-Phase-111-fer--the-prefessienal-iwiting-teams, 

Attend Cal/EPA and CIWMB management team meetings on a regular basis to 
communicate progress on work completed. 
1. Planning for the teams to include: eion profeional writing will need 

Understanding history the EEI; a. of and components of 
b,Familiarity-with-C-alifernials-aeademie-eentent-standardg 

Agreement based instruction; c. on meaning of standards 
d. Understanding the Environmental Principles Concepts; of and 

Undcrstanding EEI learning c. of objectives; 
f. Development level that identify the of grade outlines sequence of units and 

to „a  
Understanding the lesson templates; g. of planning and 

h. A the for search of collection of existing materials relevant unit/lesson plan 
materials; 

of materials; and i. Direction in the development the draft 
Direction in for j. any revision needed writers. 

Develop for units and lessons to be reviewed by technical committees, CEEIN, plans 
OEE. Consult the Cal/EPA Gponsoring agencies, co managers, writers, and with and 

CIWMB management team, and OEE to assemble technical advisory committees and 
prepare background materials for these committees. 
1. Writers will need to be directed with any revision from comments by provided 

Hers. There will be three technical committees formed: Content Experts 
Committee, Education Advisory Committee, and Professional Development 
Committee. 

and Design-planning-sessi efial-wr-iting-teams-and-editofs Design 
conduct four separate working sessions in Sacramento to guide the professional 
writing teams to incorporate the EEI adopted environmental principles and concepts. 
1. Planning sessions for the professional writing teams will include: 

a. Understanding of history and components of EEI; 
b. Familiarity with California's academic content standards; 
c. Agreement on meaning of standards-based instruction; 
d. Understanding of the Environmental Principles and Concepts; 
e. Understanding of the EEI learning objectives; 
f. Development of grade-level outlines that identify the sequence of units and 

lessons and group sequencing; 
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management team and OEE to update issues of educational trends and curriculum 
development. 
1.  There will be three technical committees formed: Content Experts Committee, 

Education Advisory Committee, and Professional Development Committee.  A 
one day workshop will be presented to educate Cal/EPA and CIWMB 
management team and OEE in current educational trends, curriculum 
development, and educational policies in California that could impact the EEI.

 
B.  Utilize the guidebook developed by Phase III for the professional writing teams. 

Summarize, and validate the issues proposed by the technical working groups.  
Attend Cal/EPA and CIWMB management team meetings on a regular basis to 
communicate progress on work completed.
1.  Planning sessions for the professional writing teams will need to include: 

a.  Understanding of history and components of the EEI; 
b.  Familiarity with California’s academic content standards; 
c.  Agreement on meaning of standards-based instruction; 
d.  Understanding of the Environmental Principles and Concepts; 
e.  Understanding of EEI learning objectives; 
f.   Development of grade-level outlines that identify the sequence of units and 

lessons and group sequencing; 
g.  Understanding of the planning and lesson templates; 
h.  A search of the collection of existing materials for relevant unit/lesson plan 

materials; 
i.  Direction in the development of the draft materials; and 
j.  Direction in any revision needed for writers. 
 

C. Develop plans for units and lessons to be reviewed by technical committees, CEEIN, 
sponsoring agencies, co-managers, writers, and OEE.  Consult with the Cal/EPA and 
CIWMB management team, and OEE to assemble technical advisory committees and 
prepare background materials for these committees.
1.  Writers will need to be directed with any revision from comments provided by 

reviewers.  There will be three technical committees formed: Content Experts 
Committee, Education Advisory Committee, and Professional Development 
Committee. 

 
D.  Design planning sessions for professional writing teams and editors.  Design and 

conduct four separate working sessions in Sacramento to guide the professional 
writing teams to incorporate the EEI adopted environmental principles and concepts.
1.  Planning sessions for the professional writing teams will include: 

a.  Understanding of history and components of EEI; 
b.  Familiarity with California’s academic content standards; 
c.  Agreement on meaning of standards-based instruction; 
d.  Understanding of the Environmental Principles and Concepts; 
e.  Understanding of the EEI learning objectives; 
f.  Development of grade-level outlines that identify the sequence of units and 

lessons and group sequencing; 
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E.  

F.  

G.  

H.  

I.  

J.  

g. Understanding of the planning and lesson templates; 
h. A search of the collection of existing materials for relevant unit/lesson plan 

materials; 
i. Consult with staff regarding the development of the draft materials; and 
j. Consult with staff regarding any revision needed for writers. 

Conduct 5 day 5 one working session and additional working sessions with staff 
and/-er-wr-iter-s-in-Saer-afnent-e-as-needed, Design and conduct training sessions for 
editors, and graphic designers. 

Develep-speeifieatiens-fer-unit-and-lessen-tefnplateate-be-used-bgfaphie-desigaer-s 
and-reviewed-by-teehninal-cemmittees-and-spensefing-ageneies, In concert with the  
Cal/EPA and the CIWMB management team and OEE, review technical work 
products of writers, editors, and graphic designers based on a model curriculum 
template. 
1, Desiga-baekgfeand-deeufnents-fer-g4-aphic designers; 

and 
3, Work deigner in field test documents. with graphic preparing ready 

Review-lessens-and-units-with-ee-fnanager-s-and-OEE,Develep-f-ield-teating 
Work inethedelegy,(Cield-teating-te-invelve-up-te450-teaehers-statewide,) with 

OEE in the development of plans and units of the model curriculum for review by the 
advisory committees, CEEIN, sponsoring agencies, co-managers, and professional 
writers. 
1. Select all materials to be used in field testing. Comments provided by reviewers  

will be analyzed for possible revisions by writers. 

Assist in identifying field testing locations, teachers training for recruit and provide 
field testing. Develop field-testing methodologies and materials and assist OEE in 
the identification of field-testing locations and training. (To involve 250 teachers 
statewide.) 
1. Up to 250 teachers statewide will need to be recruited and trained. Recommend 

to OEE field-testing methodologies. 
2. Assist OEE in identifying field-testing locations. 

Review field testing to determine Assist OEE in and analyze results effectiveness. 
reviewing and analyzing field-testing results to determine effectiveness. 

Develop yelp idea* .,,,,7 ~ ide  mat-test g eth,.,7, catie , 
testing to involve to 250 teachers Develop (pilot up statewide.) pilot-testing 

methodology and assist OEE in the identification of pilot testing locations and 
training. (To involve 250 teachers statewide.) 
1. Recommend to OEE pilot-testing methodologies 
2. Assist OEE in identifying pilot-testing locations. 
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g.  Understanding of the planning and lesson templates; 
h.  A search of the collection of existing materials for relevant unit/lesson plan 

materials; 
i.  Consult with staff regarding the development of the draft materials; and  
j.  Consult with staff regarding any revision needed for writers. 

 
E.  Conduct one 5-day working session and 5 additional working sessions with staff 

and/or writers in Sacramento as needed.  Design and conduct training sessions for 
editors, and graphic designers.

 
 

F. Develop specifications for unit and lesson templates to be used by graphic designers 
and reviewed by technical committees and sponsoring agencies.  In concert with the 
Cal/EPA and the CIWMB management team and OEE, review technical work 
products of writers, editors, and graphic designers based on a model curriculum 
template. 
1. Design background documents for graphic designers; 
2. Direct graphic designers with any revision from comments provided by reviewers; 

and  
3. Work with graphic designers in preparing field-test-ready documents. 

 
G. Review lessons and units with co-managers and OEE.  Develop field testing 

methodology.  (field testing to involve up to 250 teachers statewide.)  Work with 
OEE in the development of plans and units of the model curriculum for review by the 
advisory committees, CEEIN, sponsoring agencies, co-managers, and professional 
writers. 
1. Select all materials to be used in field-testing.  Comments provided by reviewers 

will be analyzed for possible revisions by writers. 
 

H. Assist in identifying field-testing locations, recruit teachers and provide training for 
field testing.  Develop field-testing methodologies and materials and assist OEE in 
the identification of field-testing locations and training.  (To involve 250 teachers 
statewide.) 
1. Up to 250 teachers statewide will need to be recruited and trained.  Recommend 

to OEE field-testing methodologies.  
2. Assist OEE in identifying field-testing locations. 

 
I.  Review and analyze field testing results to determine effectiveness.  Assist OEE in 

reviewing and analyzing field-testing results to determine effectiveness.
 

J.   Develop pilot-testing methodology, help identify locations, and provide training.  
(pilot testing to involve up to 250 teachers statewide.)  Develop pilot-testing 
methodology and assist OEE in the identification of pilot testing locations and 
training.  (To involve 250 teachers statewide.) 
1. Recommend to OEE pilot-testing methodologies  
2. Assist OEE in identifying pilot-testing locations. 
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IV. 

K. Review and analyze pilot testing reult to determine effectivene. Assist OEE in 
reviewing and analyzing pilot testing results to determine effectiveness. 
1. All to be based testing; material will need revised on pilot and 
2. An Editorial draft to be review of all materials will need conducted. 

review and L. Finalize the Model Curriculum Materials for by the Curriculum 

of materials review the State Board Education. Finalize Model Curriculum for by the 
Curriculum and Supplemental Materials Commission and Agency Secretaries to 
obtain approval by the State Board of Education. 
1. Any to be to from the State reviion neceary will need made obtain approval 

Beard-ef-gdueafien, 

consultation with materials M. In OEE, develop training to implement the Model 
Curriculum in districts County Offices Education in the State school and of of 
California. Attend less than three meetings as needed, at a minimum of no (3) 
meetings per month in Sacramento. Submit monthly status reports to contract 
manager(s). 
1, All OEE be trained to implement the Model Curriculum; staff members will and 
2 Begin to identify 10 district to be trained by the approximately educators per 

OEE. 

N. Attend le than three in Sacramento. At meetings a needed, no meetings per month 
tatu to Provide minimum, submit monthly reports contract manager(s). a process 

manual describing discrete tasks performed during the course of this contract 
including findings and recommendations for use by OEE staff to continue 
implementation of the EEI. 

0. Provide describing discrete tak, during the a proce manual performed course of 
this contract including findings and recommendations, for use by OEE staff to 

implementation the EEI. Provide to OEE Staff continue of consulting services and 
Cal/EPA and CIWMB management team for all annual and any other reports required 
by the Legislature, as needed. 

P Provide to the OEE's for consulting services staff all annual and any other reports 
by the Legislature, required as needed. 

CONTRACT/TASK TIME FRAME 

A. Changes require Contract Manager's prior approval. 

B. This project covers the completion of Phase 4 (See Attachment 2a) (Projected time 
frame is two (2) years). 
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K.  Review and analyze pilot testing results to determine effectiveness.  Assist OEE in 
reviewing and analyzing pilot testing results to determine effectiveness.
1.  All material will need to be revised based on pilot testing; and 
2. An Editorial review of all draft materials will need to be conducted. 

 
L.   Finalize the Model Curriculum Materials for review by the Curriculum and 

Supplemental Materials Commission, and Agency Secretaries to obtain approval by 
the State Board of Education.  Finalize Model Curriculum materials for review by the 
Curriculum and Supplemental Materials Commission and Agency Secretaries to 
obtain approval by the State Board of Education. 
1. Any revisions necessary will need to be made to obtain approval from the State 

Board of Education. 
 

M. In consultation with OEE, develop training materials to implement the Model 
Curriculum in school districts and County Offices of Education in the State of 
California.  Attend meetings as needed, at a minimum of no less than three (3) 
meetings per month in Sacramento.  Submit monthly status reports to contract 
manager(s). 
1. All OEE staff members will be trained to implement the Model Curriculum; and 
2. Begin to identify approximately 10 educators per district to be trained by the 

OEE. 
 
N. Attend meetings as needed, no less than three meetings per month in Sacramento. At 

minimum, submit monthly status reports to contract manager(s).  Provide a process 
manual describing discrete tasks performed during the course of this contract 
including findings and recommendations for use by OEE staff to continue 
implementation of the EEI.
 

O.  Provide a process manual describing discrete tasks, performed during the course of 
this contract including findings and recommendations, for use by OEE staff to 
continue implementation of the EEI.  Provide consulting services to OEE Staff and 
Cal/EPA and CIWMB management team for all annual and any other reports required 
by the Legislature, as needed.
 

P. Provide consulting services to the OEE’s staff for all annual and any other reports 
required by the Legislature, as needed. 

 
IV. CONTRACT/TASK TIME FRAME 

 
  A.  Changes require Contract Manager’s prior approval. 
 
 B.  This project covers the completion of Phase 4 (See Attachment 2a) (Projected time 

frame is two (2) years). 
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The following provisions will be included in the Terms and Conditions or Special Terms and 
Conditions of the Contract: 

V. COPYRIGHT PROVISION 

Contractor shall establish for the Board good title in all copyrightable and trademarkable 
materials developed as a result of this Scope of Work. Such title shall include exclusive 
copyrights and trademarks in the name of the State of California, California Integrated 
Waste Management Board. 

VI. CALIFORNIA WASTE TIRES 

A. Not Applicable to the SOW. 

VII. WASTE REDUCTION AND RECYCLED-CONTENT PRODUCT 
PROCUREMENT 

In the performance of this Agreement, Contractor shall use recycled content, used or 
reusable products, and practice other waste reduction measures where feasible and 
appropriate. 

Recycled Content Products: All products purchased and charged/billed to the CIWMB to 
fulfill the requirements of this contract shall be Recycled Content Products (RCPs), or 
used (reused, remanufactured, refurbished) products. All RCPs purchased or 
charged/billed to the CIWMB to fulfill the requirements of the contract shall have both 
the total recycled-content (TRC) and the postconsumer content (PC) clearly identified on 
the products. Specific requirements for the aforementioned purchases and identification 
are discussed in the Terms and Conditions of the Contractual Agreement under Recycled- 
Content Product Purchasing and Certification. 

The Contractor should, at a minimum, ensure that the following issues are addressed, as 
applicable to the services provided: 

A. WRITTEN DOCUMENT PROVISION 

All documents and/or reports drafted for publication by or for the Board in 
accordance with this contract shall adhere to the Board's Guidelines For 
Preparing CIWMB Reports (available upon request) and shall be reviewed by the 
Board's Contract Manager in consultation with one of the Board's editors. 

In addition, these documents and/or reports shall be printed double-sided on 
recycled-content paper containing one hundred percent (100%) post-consumer 
fiber. Specific pages containing full color photographs or other ink-intensive 
graphics may be printed on photographic paper. The paper should identify the 
postconsumer recycled content of the paper (i.e., "printed on 100% postconsumer 
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The following provisions will be included in the Terms and Conditions or Special Terms and 
Conditions of the Contract: 
 
V. COPYRIGHT PROVISION 

 
Contractor shall establish for the Board good title in all copyrightable and trademarkable 
materials developed as a result of this Scope of Work.  Such title shall include exclusive 
copyrights and trademarks in the name of the State of California, California Integrated 
Waste Management Board.  
 

VI. CALIFORNIA WASTE TIRES 
 
A.  Not Applicable to the SOW. 
 

VII. WASTE REDUCTION AND RECYCLED-CONTENT PRODUCT 
 PROCUREMENT 

 
In the performance of this Agreement, Contractor shall use recycled content, used or 
reusable products, and practice other waste reduction measures where feasible and 
appropriate. 
 
Recycled Content Products:  All products purchased and charged/billed to the CIWMB to 
fulfill the requirements of this contract shall be Recycled Content Products (RCPs), or 
used (reused, remanufactured, refurbished) products.  All RCPs purchased or 
charged/billed to the CIWMB to fulfill the requirements of the contract shall have both 
the total recycled-content (TRC) and the postconsumer content (PC) clearly identified on 
the products.  Specific requirements for the aforementioned purchases and identification 
are discussed in the Terms and Conditions of the Contractual Agreement under Recycled-
Content Product Purchasing and Certification. 

 
The Contractor should, at a minimum, ensure that the following issues are addressed, as 
applicable to the services provided: 
 
A. WRITTEN DOCUMENT PROVISION   

 
All documents and/or reports drafted for publication by or for the Board in 
accordance with this contract shall adhere to the Board’s Guidelines For 
Preparing CIWMB Reports (available upon request) and shall be reviewed by the 
Board’s Contract Manager in consultation with one of the Board’s editors.   
 
In addition, these documents and/or reports shall be printed double-sided on 
recycled-content paper containing one hundred percent (100%) post-consumer 
fiber.  Specific pages containing full color photographs or other ink-intensive 
graphics may be printed on photographic paper. The paper should identify the 
postconsumer recycled content of the paper (i.e., “printed on 100% postconsumer 
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paper"). When applicable, the Contractor shall provide the Contract Manager 
with an electronic copy of the document and/or report for the Board's uses. 

To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of petroleum-based inks should be 
used to print all documents. 

B. CONFERENCING PROVISION 

The Contractor shall take any and all steps necessary to make sure that the Event 
is a model for future recycling, waste prevention, diversion, buy recycled, and 
waste management events. 

Paper Products: All paper products used to fulfill the requirements of this 
contract (nametags, badges, letters, envelopes, brochures, etc) must contain at 
least 30% post-consumer recycled content fiber. 

Re-usable Cups, Plates & Utensils: To the greatest extent possible, use re- 
usable/washable utensils, dishes, tableware, etc. rather than single-use disposable 
products. 

Leftover Food/Beverages: All leftover food and/or beverages associated with the 
event will be donated to an established food donation outlet. Arrangements for 
the donation must be made prior to the date of the event. CIWMB staff will assist 
the contractor in identifying these donation outlets, if needed. 

Recycling/Composting: Arrangements must be made with the venue, sponsor, or 
by contract, to provide adequate collection bins for recyclables, organics (food 
waste) or biodegradable materials, and trash (non-recyclables). The bins should 
contain at least 30% post-consumer plastic. In addition, the contractor shall work 
with the venue and/or sponsors to maximize diversion of the discarded materials. 

Soy-based Printing Ink: To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of 
petroleum-based inks should be used to print all documents needed for the event. 
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paper”).  When applicable, the Contractor shall provide the Contract Manager 
with an electronic copy of the document and/or report for the Board’s uses. 
 
To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of petroleum-based inks should be 
used to print all documents.   

 
B. CONFERENCING PROVISION 

 
The Contractor shall take any and all steps necessary to make sure that the Event 
is a model for future recycling, waste prevention, diversion, buy recycled, and 
waste management events.   

 
Paper Products:  All paper products used to fulfill the requirements of this 
contract (nametags, badges, letters, envelopes, brochures, etc) must contain at 
least 30% post-consumer recycled content fiber. 
 
Re-usable Cups, Plates & Utensils:  To the greatest extent possible, use re-
usable/washable utensils, dishes, tableware, etc. rather than single-use disposable 
products. 
 
Leftover Food/Beverages:  All leftover food and/or beverages associated with the 
event will be donated to an established food donation outlet.  Arrangements for 
the donation must be made prior to the date of the event.  CIWMB staff will assist 
the contractor in identifying these donation outlets, if needed. 
 
Recycling/Composting:  Arrangements must be made with the venue, sponsor, or 
by contract, to provide adequate collection bins for recyclables, organics (food 
waste) or biodegradable materials, and trash (non-recyclables).  The bins should 
contain at least 30% post-consumer plastic.  In addition, the contractor shall work 
with the venue and/or sponsors to maximize diversion of the discarded materials. 
 
Soy-based Printing Ink:  To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of 
petroleum-based inks should be used to print all documents needed for the event.   
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Phase 1: Completed: Environmental Principles and Concepts 
a. Development of a draft set of Environmental Principles and Concepts working with over 90 
representatives of state and Federal agencies, universities, non-govemmental organizations, 
and educators 
b. Public review of the draft Environmental Principles and Concepts through a web-based on-line 
discussion forum 
c. Review of the draft Environmental Principles and Concepts by the vice chair of the Science 

4 

4  

4 

05-06 I 06-07 07-08 I 08-09 

Committee of the Curriculum Commission 
d. Developed process of aligning science and history/social science standards to the draft 
Environmental Principles and Concepts 
e. Reviewed Environmental Principles and Concepts and draft standards alignment with K-12 
educators and Environmental Organizations and education provider: 

4 

Phase 2: Completed: Alignment of the Environmental Principles and Concepts to the CA 
Academic Content Standards (Science and History/Social Science) 
a. Developed the alignment of the Environmental Principles and Concepts to the Academic 
Content Standards 
b. Review of draft standards alignment maps by K-12 subject-matter experts 4 
c. Input during the California Science Teachers Association's annual conference in San Jos 4 
d. Six regional field reviews with K-12 educators (Los Angeles, Orange County, San Diego, Bay 
Area, Sacramento/Central Valley, and Redding) 
e. On-line discussion forum 4 
f. Three regional orientation sessions for environmental organizations/education providers (Los 4 
Angeles, Bay Area and Central Valley) 

Phase 3: Jan. - April 2005: Planning of Model Curriculum (Science and History/Social 
Science) 
a. Establish CEEIN sub-committee to guide self-evaluation existing education materials 4 Jan-July 
b. Develop criteria for assessing existing environmental education material 4 
c. Conduct Educator Needs Assessment regarding design elements for Model Curriculun 4 
d. Develop instructional materials design alternatives 4 
e. Development of Scope and sequence 4 
f. Plan for Integrating other environmental instructional materials 4 
g. Review by CalEPA and CIWMB 4 

Phase 4: April 2005 - July 2007: Develop Model Curriculum (Science and History/Social 
Science) 
a. Assemble writing teams 
c. Writing 
d. Preliminary graphic design 
e. Field testing and revisions 
f. Review by Curriculum Commission and revision based on their inpu 

. 

._.  
g. Presentation to and Review by State Board of Education 

i. Production 
h. Pre-press production activities  

.--. 

- 

Phase 5: Jan. 2007 - July 2009: Dissemination and Professional Development 
a. Establishing dissemination teams 

• Identifying potential dissemination partners (e.g., K-12 Alliance, CREEC 
• Selecting and contracting with dissemination partners 
• Training of dissemination partners 

b. Recruit educational leaders (average 10 per district) 
c. Conduct professional development workshops across the state 
d. Provide technical support to school districts to assist in incorporating Model Curriculun 

Phase 6: Sept. 2007 - July 2009: Evaluation to Collect Evidence Regarding the Efficacy of 
the Model Curriculum and Instructional Strategies in Achieving Mastery of Academic 
Content Standards and Environmental Principles and Concepts; and the Effectiveness of 
the Dissemination 
a. Develop evaluation instruments 
b. Collect evaluation data 
c. Analyze data and report on results on evaluation . 

Phase 7: Nov. 2003 - July 2009: Operations 
Andrea Lewis; Bonnie Bruce; Joanne Vorhies; OEE; consultants 
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Phase 1: Completed: Environmental Principles and Concepts
a. Development of a draft set of Environmental Principles and Concepts working with over 90 
representatives of state and Federal agencies, universities, non-governmental organizations, 
and educators

√

b. Public review of the draft Environmental Principles and Concepts through a web-based on-line
discussion forum √

c. Review of the draft Environmental Principles and Concepts by the vice chair of the Science 
Committee of the Curriculum Commission √

d. Developed process of aligning science and history/social science standards to the draft 
Environmental Principles and Concepts √

e. Reviewed Environmental Principles and Concepts and draft standards alignment with K-12 
educators and Environmental Organizations and education providers √

Phase 2: Completed: Alignment of the Environmental Principles and Concepts to the CA 
Academic Content Standards (Science and History/Social Science)
a. Developed the alignment of the Environmental Principles and Concepts to the Academic 
Content Standards √

b. Review of draft standards alignment maps by K-12 subject-matter experts √
c. Input during the California Science Teachers Association's annual conference in San Jos √
d. Six regional field reviews with K-12 educators (Los Angeles, Orange County, San Diego, Bay 
Area,  Sacramento/Central Valley, and Redding) √

e. On-line discussion forum √
f. Three regional orientation sessions for environmental organizations/education providers (Los 
Angeles, Bay Area and Central Valley) √

Phase 3: Jan. - April 2005: Planning of Model Curriculum (Science and History/Social 
Science)
a. Establish CEEIN sub-committee to guide self-evaluation existing education materials √ Jan-July
b. Develop criteria for assessing existing environmental education materials √
c. Conduct Educator Needs Assessment regarding design elements for Model Curriculum √
d. Develop instructional materials design alternatives √
e. Development of Scope and sequence √
f.  Plan for Integrating other environmental instructional materials √
g. Review by CalEPA and CIWMB √

Phase 4: April 2005 - July 2007: Develop Model Curriculum (Science and History/Social 
Science)
a. Assemble writing teams
c. Writing 
d. Preliminary graphic design
e. Field testing and revisions 
f.  Review by Curriculum Commission and revision based on their inpu
g. Presentation to and Review by State Board of Education
h. Pre-press production activities
i.  Production 

Phase 5: Jan. 2007 - July 2009: Dissemination and Professional Development
a. Establishing dissemination teams
• Identifying potential dissemination partners (e.g., K-12 Alliance, CREEC
• Selecting and contracting with dissemination partners 
• Training of dissemination partners

b. Recruit educational leaders (average 10 per district)
c. Conduct professional development workshops across the state 
d. Provide technical support to school districts to assist in incorporating Model Curriculum

Phase 6: Sept. 2007 - July 2009: Evaluation to Collect Evidence Regarding the Efficacy of 
the Model Curriculum and Instructional Strategies in Achieving Mastery of Academic 
Content Standards and Environmental Principles and Concepts; and the Effectiveness of 
the Dissemination 
a. Develop evaluation instruments 
b. Collect evaluation data 
c. Analyze data and report on results on evaluation

Andrea Lewis; Bonnie Bruce; Joanne Vorhies; OEE; consultants
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EEI Manager(s) Office of Education and the 
Environment (OEE) 

External Consultants 

• Point-of-contact for all EEI-related matters, 
internal & external. 

• Report to and collaborate with EEI 
Manager(s) regularly on all EEI- 
related matters under scope of 
responsibility. 

• Work with manager(s) to assemble technical advisory 
committees and prepare background materials for 
advisory committees. 

• Liaison with Governor's Office, Legislature, 
Cal/EPA, CIWMB Board, and associated 
state governmental entities. 

• Manage all contracts hired through 
CIWMB processes. 

• Use guidebook developed in Phase III to guide 
professional writing teams. 

• Manage the development of technical work products of 
writers, editors, and graphic designers. 

• Lead in communication with the State 
Board of Education, Curriculum 
Commission, Office of the Secretary for 
Education, and Department of Education. 

• Work collaboratively with CREEC 
regarding professional development 
materials, training, and reporting 
processes. 

• Summarize/validate issues raised by technical advisory 
committees re: model curriculum. 

• Oversee all policy-related issues. • Work collaboratively with CREEC 
regarding development of EEI 
outreach approach. 

• Design and conduct training sessions for professional 
writing teams, editors, and graphic designers. 

• Decision-making authority regarding 
implementation and policy-related issues. 

• Build relationships at the County 
Office of Education and school 
districts in California. 

• Develop plans and units of model curriculum for 
committees, CEEIN, sponsoring agencies, manager(s), 
etc. in collaboration with OEE. 

• Manage and direct workload of external 
consultants and coordinate OEE workload. 

• General EEI-related outreach 
(distinct from CREEC). 

• Develop model curriculum template for units/lessons for 
graphic designers. 

• Oversee & manage EEI workplan and 
funds. 

• Conduct workshops. • Review all field testing 
OEE. 

materials with manager(s) and 

• Resolve issues/problems. • Manage teacher stipends. • Develop field testing methodology, site location(s), and 
provide training. 

• Plan & facilitate Education Partnership 
meetings. 

• Assist with identification of field 
testing and pilot testing locations. 

• Review and analyze field testing results. 

• Formulate and coordinate the development 
of new legislation. 

• Provide technical support for 
integrating model curriculum into 
instructional plans. 

• Develop pilot testing methodology, site location(s), and 
provide training. 

• Fundraising • Prepare legislative reports as 
required by law. 

• Finalize model curriculum materials for approval by 
State Board of Education. 

• Outreach — High Level • In consultation with OEE, develop training materials to 
implement the model curriculum in school districts and 
County Offices of Education in the State of California. 

• Government Relations 
• Textbook Adoption/Frameworks Revision 
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provide training. 

• Plan & facilitate Education Partnership 
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testing and pilot testing locations. 

• Review and analyze field testing results. 

• Formulate and coordinate the development 
of new legislation. 

• Provide technical support for 
integrating model curriculum into 
instructional plans. 

• Develop pilot testing methodology, site location(s), and 
provide training. 

• Fundraising • Finalize model curriculum materials for approval by 
State Board of Education. 

• Outreach – High Level 
• Government Relations 
• Textbook Adoption/Frameworks Revision 

• Prepare legislative reports as 
required by law. 

• In consultation with OEE, develop training materials to 
implement the model curriculum in school districts and 
County Offices of Education in the State of California. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-233 (Revised) 

Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For The Education And The Environment 
Initiative Education Consultant (FY 2005/2006 - 2006/2007, Integrated Waste Management 
Account) 

WHEREAS, the Education and the Environment Initiative (EEI), Assembly Bill (AB) 1548 
(Pavley, Statutes of 2003, Chapter 665) mandates the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (CIWMB) (Board), in cooperation with the California Environmental Protection Agency, 
Resources Agency, California Department of Education, State Board of Education and Office of 
the Secretary of Education, to develop environmental principles and concepts (EP & C) aligned 
with the State Board of Education's academic content standards for elementary and secondary 
schools; and 

WHEREAS, AB 1548 further requires that these EP & C be incorporated into Model 
Curriculum designed to provide Kindergarten through 12th  grade teachers with standards-based 
curricular materials in Science, Mathematics, English/Language Arts and History/Social 
Sciences, that can be used to teach the EP & C; and 

WHEREAS, at its March 2004 Meeting, the Board approved the Scope of Work for Consulting 
and Professional Services contracts (Contract Concept Number Three), for the EEI for 
development of the EP & C. 

WHEREAS, at its June 2004 Meeting, the CIWMB, approved a grant to the San Luis Obispo 
County Office of Education for the purpose of providing support, assistance, and expertise on a 
project that will further the current efforts of the EEI. 

WHEREAS, this contract will complete the implementation of Phase 4 (See Attachment 2a) in 
the timeline to provide consultation for the development of the Model Curriculum as set forth in 
the EEI. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the Scope of Work 
and allocates funds in an amount not to exceed the amount of five hundred thousand dollars 
($500,000) for Fiscal Years 2005/2006 and 2006/2007, subject to the passage and chaptering of 
AB 1721 and subject to funds being allocated to this program. 

(over) 
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(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board authorizes the 
Executive Director to approve any necessary changes to the Scope of Work and the contractor,. 
and to prepare and execute the necessary contracts and amendments to implement this Board 
action, pursuant to Board policies. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 29 
ITEM 
Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For Education & The Environment Initiative 
Writing Teams (FY 2005/2006-2006/2007, Integrated Waste Management Account) 

I.  ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
The purpose of this item is to seek Board approval of fund allocation and the Scope of 
Work to hire professional writers to develop the Model Curriculum set forth in the 
Education and Environment Initiative (EEI). 

II.  ITEM HISTORY 
At its March 2004 Board Meeting, the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
(CIWMB), approved the allocation of savings from the 2003/2004 Integrated Waste 
Management Account and the Scope of Work (SOW) to fund Consulting and 
Professional Services contracts (Contract Concept Number Three), for the Education and 
the Environment Initiative. 

At its June 2004 Board Meeting, the Board, approved a grant to the San Luis Obispo 
County Office of Education for the purpose of providing support, assistance, and 
expertise on a project that furthered the efforts of Senate Bill (SB) 373 (School Diversion 
and Environmental Education Law Program, (School DEEL)) and addressed a new law, 
Assembly Bill (AB) 1548, the Education and The Environment Initiative (EEI), (Pavley, 
Chapter 665, Statutes of 2003), which directly correlated to SB 373. 

At its December 2004 Board Meeting, the Board heard the informational item: Update on 
the Status of the EEI (AB 1548). 

At its June 2005 Board Meeting, the Board heard the informational item: Update on the 
Status of the EEI (AB 1548). 

At its August 2005 Meeting, the CIWMB will also be considering an associated item for 
the EEI Education Consultant. 

III.  OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
A. Approve the SOW to hire professional writers to develop the Model Curriculum, 

allocate funding for these services, and adopt Resolution Number 2005-234; or 

B. Disapprove the SOW to hire professional writers to develop the Model Curriculum 
and allocation of funding for these services, or 

C. Approve the SOW with specific revisions regarding the hiring of professional writers 
to develop the Model Curriculum, allocate funding for these services, and adopt 
Resolution Number 2005-234. 
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends Board approval of Option 1 and adoption of Resolution Number 2005- 
234. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

The EEI Model Curriculum is intended to provide K-12th grade teachers, schools, 
and districts with standards-based curricular materials, approved by the State Board 
of Education, which can be used to teach the Environmental Principles and Concepts 
(EP&C). The Model Curriculum will be used as a scope and sequence for teaching 
the EP&C through a continuum from kindergarten through twelfth grade with clearly 
defined learning objectives that are aligned to California's academic content 
standards and targeted at helping students achieve mastery of those standards at each 
grade level. 

The goal of this SOW is to hire up to 30 professional writers to develop the 
History/Social Science and Science portions of the Model Curriculum set forth in the 
Education and the Environment Initiative. Pending the chaptering of Assembly Bill 
1721, an urgency clean-up measure sponsored by the Administration, approximately 
$5 6 million dollars will be authorized over two years for the implementation of the 
EEI. Each professional writer will receive approximately $75,000 out of this amount 
for their services. 

The team of professional writers will be expected to accomplish the following tasks: 

1. Work will be conducted in grade-group teams assigned sequentially as each 
grade-group is addressed. This sequential work will begin with grades 4-6, 
continues with grades K-3 and 9-12, and concludes with grades 7-8. 

2. Each grade-group writing team will be tasked with the development of curriculum 
outlines, as well as the instructional units and lesson plans. They will work with 
the EEI consultants to coordinate the integration of individual pieces into a 
working draft and initially validate the alignment to academic content standards 
and the Environmental Principles and Concepts (EP&C). Once the grade-group 
material of the Model Curriculum is ready for field-testing and later, pilot testing, 
the size of the writing team will be reduced. 

3. The writing team will be assisted by an editorial staff, graphic designers, and 
technicians who will be available to lend assistance with specific research 
assignments, such as sourcing background material for illustrations. 

Timeline for the development of the Model Curriculum: See Attachment 2a. 

B. Environmental Issues 
Based on the available information, staff is not aware of any environmental issues 
related to this agenda item. 
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C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Implementation of this program will result in: Support for capacity building by 
providing technical assistance to educators to ensure seamless integration of the 
model curriculum with its environmental education principles and concepts with 
existing curricula; Advancing academic achievement for California students; 
Educating students, as well as parents (through their children), about human health-
threats from environmental pollution; and teaching educators about environmental 
issues and giving them additional resources to teach the EP&C with an emphasis on 
standards-based classroom instruction. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
The Model Curriculum is a major deliverable for the Education and the Environment 
Initiative. In addition, six million students and 1,059 school districts in California will 
be impacted by receiving the K-12 model curriculum with its incorporated 
environmental principles and concepts. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Approximately $5 6 million dollars in consulting and professional services will be 
authorized over two years to complete the model curriculum and begin the training of 
educators for implementation of this curriculum, pending the signing of Assembly 
Bill 1721. 

F. Legal Issues 

This contract is authorized by GC §§ 19130. 

G. Environmental Justice 

Staff is not aware of any Environmental Justice issues related to this agenda item. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
The Initiative addressed the following strategic plan goals: 

1. Goal 3: Educate the public to better understand and participate in resource 
conservation and integrated waste management strategies. 

2. Objective 2: Strengthen and expand partnerships to better promote environmental 
education and integrated waste management strategies, and to achieve the 
maximum potential from funding that is available. 

3. Objective 3: Coordinate the integration of education efforts and programs within 
CIWMB and throughout Cal/EPA and its boards, departments, and office. 

4. Strategy B: Develop unified resources and actively promote K-12 environmental 
education outreach. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
These funds will become available upon the chaptering of Assembly Bill AB 1721, an 
urgency clean-up measure sponsored by the Administration. Pending the signing of this 
Bill, approximately $5 6 million dollars in Consulting and Professional Services will be 
authorized over two years to complete the model curriculum and begin the training of 
educators for implementation of this curriculum. 

Page 29-3 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-29 
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 29-3 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Implementation of this program will result in:  Support for capacity building by 
providing technical assistance to educators to ensure seamless integration of the 
model curriculum with its environmental education principles and concepts with 
existing curricula; Advancing academic achievement for California students; 
Educating students, as well as parents (through their children), about human health-
threats from environmental pollution;  and teaching educators about environmental 
issues and giving them additional resources to teach the EP&C with an emphasis on 
standards-based classroom instruction. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
The Model Curriculum is a major deliverable for the Education and the Environment 
Initiative. In addition, six million students and 1,059 school districts in California will 
be impacted by receiving the K-12 model curriculum with its incorporated 
environmental principles and concepts. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
Approximately $5.6 million dollars in consulting and professional services will be 
authorized over two years to complete the model curriculum and begin the training of 
educators for implementation of this curriculum, pending the signing of Assembly 
Bill 1721. 
 

F. Legal Issues 

      This contract is authorized by GC §§ 19130. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 

Staff is not aware of any Environmental Justice issues related to this agenda item. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
The Initiative addressed the following strategic plan goals: 
1.  Goal 3: Educate the public to better understand and participate in resource 

conservation and integrated waste management strategies. 

2.   Objective 2: Strengthen and expand partnerships to better promote environmental 
education and integrated waste management strategies, and to achieve the 
maximum potential from funding that is available.  

3.   Objective 3: Coordinate the integration of education efforts and programs within 
CIWMB and throughout Cal/EPA and its boards, departments, and office. 

4.   Strategy B: Develop unified resources and actively promote K-12 environmental 
education outreach. 

 
VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 

These funds will become available upon the chaptering of Assembly Bill AB 1721, an 
urgency clean-up measure sponsored by the Administration.  Pending the signing of this 
Bill, approximately $5.6 million dollars in Consulting and Professional Services will be 
authorized over two years to complete the model curriculum and begin the training of 
educators for implementation of this curriculum.  



Board Meeting Agenda Item-29 
August 16-17, 2005 

1. Fund Source 
2. Amount 

Available* 
3. Amount to 

Fund Item 
4. Amount 

Remaining 
5. Line Item 

Integrated Waste Consulting & 
Management 
Account FY $2,550,000 $2,550,000 $0 

Professional 
Services 

2005/2006 

Integrated Waste Consulting & 
Management 
Account FY $2,550,000 $0 $2,550,000 

Professional 
Services 

2006/2007 

Total $5,100,000 $2,550,000 $2,550,000 

* Amount available if Item 28 is approved. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
A. Scope of Work — Attachment 1 
B. Implementation of Phase 4 Timeline for Model Curriculum — Attachment 2a 
C. Milestones for Development of Model Curriculum — Attachment 2b 
D. EEI Responsibilities Matrix — Attachment 3 
E. Resolution 2005-234 — Attachment 4 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Bonnie Bruce Phone: (916) 341-6020 
B. Legal Staff: Holly Armstrong Phone: (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff: Elsie Brenneman Phone: (916) 341-6178 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

The Initiative has the following state agency and associate partners (collectively 
referred to as the Education Partnership), who actively support Cal/EPA and 
CIWMB's efforts at implementation. 

1. State Agency Partners: State Department of Education, State Board of 
Education, Office of the Secretary for Education, California Assembly Member 
Pavley, California Resources Agency, and California Senator Torlakson. 

2. Associate Partners: Council for Environmental and Economic Balance, 
California Farm Bureau, California Forest Products Commission, California 
Institute for Biodiversity, California Manufacturers and Technology Association, 
California School Boards Association, California Science Teachers Association, 
California State Association of Counties, California State Parent Teacher 
Association, California State Parks Foundation, California Teachers Association, 
Coalition for Clean Air, George Lucas Educational Foundation, Heal the Bay, 
League of California Cities, Ema, Inc., National Geographic Society, Planning 

Page 29-4 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-29 
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 29-4 

 
 

1. Fund Source 2. Amount 
Available* 

3. Amount to 
Fund Item 

4. Amount 
Remaining 

5. Line Item 

Integrated Waste 
Management 
Account FY 
2005/2006 

$2,550,000 $2,550,000 $0 

Consulting & 
Professional 

Services 

Integrated Waste 
Management 
Account FY 
2006/2007 

$2,550,000 $0 $2,550,000 

Consulting & 
Professional 

Services 

Total $5,100,000 $2,550,000 $2,550,000  

 
* Amount available if Item 28 is approved. 
 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

A. Scope of Work – Attachment 1 
B. Implementation of Phase 4 Timeline for Model Curriculum – Attachment 2a 
C. Milestones for Development of Model Curriculum – Attachment 2b 
D. EEI Responsibilities Matrix – Attachment 3 
E. Resolution 2005-234 – Attachment 4 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Bonnie Bruce Phone:  (916) 341-6020 
B. Legal Staff:  Holly Armstrong Phone:  (916) 341-6060 
C. Administration Staff:  Elsie Brenneman Phone:  (916) 341-6178 

 
IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  

A. Support 
The Initiative has the following state agency and associate partners (collectively 
referred to as the Education Partnership), who actively support Cal/EPA and 
CIWMB’s efforts at implementation.   

 
1. State Agency Partners: State Department of Education, State Board of 

Education, Office of the Secretary for Education, California Assembly Member 
Pavley, California Resources Agency, and California Senator Torlakson. 

 
2. Associate Partners: Council for Environmental and Economic Balance, 

California Farm Bureau, California Forest Products Commission, California 
Institute for Biodiversity, California Manufacturers and Technology Association, 
California School Boards Association, California Science Teachers Association, 
California State Association of Counties, California State Parent Teacher 
Association, California State Parks Foundation, California Teachers Association, 
Coalition for Clean Air, George Lucas Educational Foundation, Heal the Bay, 
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and Conservation League, Scripps Institution of Oceanography, Sierra Club, 
Society of the Plastics Industry, TreePeople, UC Berkeley—School of Public 
Health, Universal Studios, USC Sea Grant, Walt Disney Company, Warner Bros. 
Entertainment, Waste Management Inc., Water Education Foundation, Western 
States Petroleum Association, and Wright Consulting Inc. 

3. Letters of Support: The Annenberg Foundation, Aquarium of the Bay (San 
Francisco), Aquarium of the Pacific, Compton Foundation, Humboldt State 
University Natural History Museum, The George Lucas Educational Foundation, 
Marisla Foundation, National Geographic Education Foundation, The Ocean 
Foundation, The David and Lucile Packard Foundation, The Rose Foundation, 
The San Diego Foundation, Santa Barbara Zoo, S. Mark Taper Foundation, The 
Walt Disney Company, Warner Bros., Western States Petroleum Association. 

B. Opposition 
Staff had not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 

SCOPE OF WORK 
Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For Education & The 

Environment Initiative Writing Teams (FY 2005/2006-2006/2007, Integrated 
Waste Management Account) 

I. INTRODUCTION/OBJECTIVES 
The California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) is seeking qualified 
curriculum and/or textbook writers for development of a Model Curriculum based on the 
California Education and the Environment Initiative (EEI). 
(http://www.calepa.ca.gov/Education/EEI/.)  Pending the passage and chaptering of AB 
1721, approximately $5 6 million dollars will be authorized over two years to complete 
the model curriculum and begin the training of educators for implementation of this 
curriculum. 

The EEI is pursuant to AB 1548, authored by Assembly Member Fran Pavley, sponsored 
by Heal the Bay and signed into law in October of 2003. The CIWMB together with the 
California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA), are working in collaboration 
with the Resources Agency, Office of the Secretary for Education, State Board of 
Education, and the Department of Education. 

The EEI provides specific directives regarding the development and dissemination of the 
Model Curriculum based on a series of Environmental Principles and Concepts (EP&C) 
that were developed as part of this Initiative 
(http://www.calepa.ca.gov/Education/Principles/.)  Specifically, key provisions are as 
follows: 

A. The Model Curriculum is to be developed by the CIWMB, in cooperation with the 
Resources Agency, State Department of Education, and the State Board of Education; 

B. The Model Curriculum is to be aligned with adopted academic content standards in 
Science, Mathematics, English/Language Arts, and History/Social Sciences; 

C. The Model Curriculum is to be reviewed by the Curriculum Development and 
Supplemental Materials Commission, Secretary for Cal/EPA, and the Secretary of the 
Resources Agency, and submitted to the State Board of Education for approval. 

The EEI Model Curriculum is intended to provide K 12th  grade teachers, schools, and 
districts with standards-based curricular materials, approved by the State Board of 
Education, which can be used to teach the EP&C. The Model Curriculum will be used as 
a scope and sequence for teaching the EP&C through a continuum from kindergarten 
through twelfth grade with clearly defined learning objectives that are aligned to 
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Education, which can be used to teach the EP&C. The Model Curriculum will be used as 
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California's academic content standards and targeted at helping students achieve mastery 
of those standards at each grade level. 

II. WORK TO PERFORM 
It is recommended that up to 30 professional writers be hired to accomplish the following 
tasks: 

A. Work will be conducted in grade-group teams assigned sequentially as each grade-
group is addressed. This sequential work will begin with grades 4-6, continues with 
grades K-3 and 9-12, and concludes with grades 7-8. 

B. Each grade-group writing team will be tasked with the development of curriculum 
outlines, as well as the instructional units and lesson plans, they will work with the 
Cal/EPA, CIWMB, and the EEI consultants to coordinate the integration of individual 
pieces into a working draft and initially validating the alignment to academic content 
standards and the EP&C. Once the grade-group material of the Model Curriculum is 
ready for field-testing and later, pilot testing, the size of the writing team will be 
reduced. 

III. TASKS IDENTIFIED 
Grade-group teams of writers will develop high quality History/Social Science and 
Science curriculum units for grades K-3, 4-6, 7-8 and 9-12. Writers will work in 
writing team(s) to undertake the following tasks: 

A. Participate in one five day working session and five additional working sessions with 
staff and/or consultants in Sacramento, as needed. 

B. Work under the direction of the Cal/EPA and the CIWMB co-managers to achieve 
these tasks within a nine-month period. 

C. Develop outlines for units and lessons of the Model Curriculum, beginning with 
grades 4-6 History/Social Science and Science, followed by grades K-3 and 9-12, 
and concluding with grades 7-8. These outlines will be based on California's 
Content Standards http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/st/ss/  and the EP&C; (see Milestone 
curriculum development timeline, Attachment 2b). 

D. Develop standards—based History/Social Science units and lesson plans to achieve the 
learning objectives for the EEI that are specified in the approved Model Curriculum 
Plan; beginning with grades 4-6, followed by grades K-3 and 9-12, and concluding 
with grades 7-8. 

E. Conduct background research into content and develop background sections for 
teachers; beginning with grades 4-6 History/Social Science and Science, followed by 
grades K-3 and 9-12, and concluding with grades 7-8. 
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IV.  CONTRACT/TASK TIME FRAME 
Contract is anticipated to last for nine months. 

The following provisions will be included in the Terms and Conditions or Special Terms 
and Conditions of the Contract: 

V.  COPYRIGHT PROVISION 
The Contractor(s) shall establish for the CIWMB good title in all copyrightable and 
trademarkable materials developed as a result of this SOW. Such title shall include 
exclusive copyrights and trademarks in the name of the State of California, CIWMB. 

VI.  CALIFORNIA WASTE TIRES 
Not Applicable to the Scope of Work. 

VII.  WASTE REDUCTION AND RECYCLED-CONTENT PRODUCT 
PROCUREMENT 
In the performance of this Agreement, Contractor(s) shall use recycled content, used or 
reusable products, and practice other waste reduction measures where feasible and 
appropriate. 

Recycled Content Products: All products purchased and charged/billed to the CIWMB 
fulfill the requirements of this contract shall be Recycled Content Products (RCPs), or 
used (reused, remanufactured, refurbished) products. All RCPs purchased or 
charged/billed to the CIWMB to fulfill the requirements of the contract shall have both 
the total recycled—content (TRC) and the post-consumer content (PC) clearly identified 
on the products. Specific requirements for the aforementioned purchases and 
identification under Recycled-Content Product Purchasing and Certification. 

A. WRITTEN DOCUMENT PROVISION 
All documents and/or reports drafted for publication by or for the Board in 
accordance with this contract shall adhere to the Board's Guidelines For 
Preparing CIWMB Reports (available upon request) and shall be reviewed by the 
Board's Contract Manager in consultation with one of the Board's editors. 

In addition, these documents and/or reports shall be printed double-sided on 
recycled-content paper containing one hundred percent (100%) post-consumer 
fiber. Specific pages containing full color photographs or other ink-intensive 
graphics may be printed on photographic paper. The paper should identify the 
postconsumer recycled content of the paper (i.e., "printed on 100% postconsumer 
paper"). When applicable, the Contractor shall provide the Contract Manager 
with an electronic copy of the document and/or report for the Board's uses. 

To the greatest extent possible, soy ink instead of petroleum-based inks should be 
used to print all documents 
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4th 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 
Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter 

PY CY 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 3rd 
Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter 

Cal • EPA " 2003/04 2004/05  2005 2005 2005 2005 2006 2006 2006 2006 2007 2007 2007 2007 2008 2008 2008 2008 2009 2009 
Phase 1: Completed: Environmental Principles and Concepts 
a. Development of a draft set of Environmental Principles and Concepts working with over 90 
representatives of state and Federal agencies, universities, non-govemmental organizations, 
and educators 
b. Public review of the draft Environmental Principles and Concepts through a web-based on-line 
discussion forum 
c. Review of the draft Environmental Principles and Concepts by the vice chair of the Science 

4 

4  

4 

05-06 I 06-07 07-08 I 08-09 

Committee of the Curriculum Commission 
d. Developed process of aligning science and history/social science standards to the draft 
Environmental Principles and Concepts 
e. Reviewed Environmental Principles and Concepts and draft standards alignment with K-12 
educators and Environmental Organizations and education provider: 

4 

Phase 2: Completed: Alignment of the Environmental Principles and Concepts to the CA 
Academic Content Standards (Science and History/Social Science) 
a. Developed the alignment of the Environmental Principles and Concepts to the Academic 
Content Standards 
b. Review of draft standards alignment maps by K-12 subject-matter experts 4 
c. Input during the California Science Teachers Association's annual conference in San Jos 4 
d. Six regional field reviews with K-12 educators (Los Angeles, Orange County, San Diego, Bay 
Area, Sacramento/Central Valley, and Redding) 
e. On-line discussion forum 4 
f. Three regional orientation sessions for environmental organizations/education providers (Los 4 
Angeles, Bay Area and Central Valley) 

Phase 3: Jan. - April 2005: Planning of Model Curriculum (Science and History/Social 
Science) 
a. Establish CEEIN sub-committee to guide self-evaluation existing education materials 4 Jan-July 
b. Develop criteria for assessing existing environmental education material 4 
c. Conduct Educator Needs Assessment regarding design elements for Model Curriculun 4 
d. Develop instructional materials design alternatives 4 
e. Development of Scope and sequence 4 
f. Plan for Integrating other environmental instructional materials 4 
g. Review by CalEPA and CIWMB 4 

Phase 4: April 2005 - July 2007: Develop Model Curriculum (Science and History/Social 
Science) 
a. Assemble writing teams 
c. Writing 
d. Preliminary graphic design 
e. Field testing and revisions 
f. Review by Curriculum Commission and revision based on their inpu 

. 

._.  
g. Presentation to and Review by State Board of Education 

i. Production 
h. Pre-press production activities  

.--. 

- 

Phase 5: Jan. 2007 - July 2009: Dissemination and Professional Development 
a. Establishing dissemination teams 

• Identifying potential dissemination partners (e.g., K-12 Alliance, CREEC 
• Selecting and contracting with dissemination partners 
• Training of dissemination partners 

b. Recruit educational leaders (average 10 per district) 
c. Conduct professional development workshops across the state 
d. Provide technical support to school districts to assist in incorporating Model Curriculun 

Phase 6: Sept. 2007 - July 2009: Evaluation to Collect Evidence Regarding the Efficacy of 
the Model Curriculum and Instructional Strategies in Achieving Mastery of Academic 
Content Standards and Environmental Principles and Concepts; and the Effectiveness of 
the Dissemination 
a. Develop evaluation instruments 
b. Collect evaluation data 
c. Analyze data and report on results on evaluation . 

Phase 7: Nov. 2003 - July 2009: Operations 
Andrea Lewis; Bonnie Bruce; Joanne Vorhies; OEE; consultants 
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Phase 1: Completed: Environmental Principles and Concepts
a. Development of a draft set of Environmental Principles and Concepts working with over 90 
representatives of state and Federal agencies, universities, non-governmental organizations, 
and educators

√

b. Public review of the draft Environmental Principles and Concepts through a web-based on-line
discussion forum √

c. Review of the draft Environmental Principles and Concepts by the vice chair of the Science 
Committee of the Curriculum Commission √

d. Developed process of aligning science and history/social science standards to the draft 
Environmental Principles and Concepts √

e. Reviewed Environmental Principles and Concepts and draft standards alignment with K-12 
educators and Environmental Organizations and education providers √

Phase 2: Completed: Alignment of the Environmental Principles and Concepts to the CA 
Academic Content Standards (Science and History/Social Science)
a. Developed the alignment of the Environmental Principles and Concepts to the Academic 
Content Standards √

b. Review of draft standards alignment maps by K-12 subject-matter experts √
c. Input during the California Science Teachers Association's annual conference in San Jos √
d. Six regional field reviews with K-12 educators (Los Angeles, Orange County, San Diego, Bay 
Area,  Sacramento/Central Valley, and Redding) √

e. On-line discussion forum √
f. Three regional orientation sessions for environmental organizations/education providers (Los 
Angeles, Bay Area and Central Valley) √

Phase 3: Jan. - April 2005: Planning of Model Curriculum (Science and History/Social 
Science)
a. Establish CEEIN sub-committee to guide self-evaluation existing education materials √ Jan-July
b. Develop criteria for assessing existing environmental education materials √
c. Conduct Educator Needs Assessment regarding design elements for Model Curriculum √
d. Develop instructional materials design alternatives √
e. Development of Scope and sequence √
f.  Plan for Integrating other environmental instructional materials √
g. Review by CalEPA and CIWMB √

Phase 4: April 2005 - July 2007: Develop Model Curriculum (Science and History/Social 
Science)
a. Assemble writing teams
c. Writing 
d. Preliminary graphic design
e. Field testing and revisions 
f.  Review by Curriculum Commission and revision based on their inpu
g. Presentation to and Review by State Board of Education
h. Pre-press production activities
i.  Production 

Phase 5: Jan. 2007 - July 2009: Dissemination and Professional Development
a. Establishing dissemination teams
• Identifying potential dissemination partners (e.g., K-12 Alliance, CREEC
• Selecting and contracting with dissemination partners 
• Training of dissemination partners

b. Recruit educational leaders (average 10 per district)
c. Conduct professional development workshops across the state 
d. Provide technical support to school districts to assist in incorporating Model Curriculum

Phase 6: Sept. 2007 - July 2009: Evaluation to Collect Evidence Regarding the Efficacy of 
the Model Curriculum and Instructional Strategies in Achieving Mastery of Academic 
Content Standards and Environmental Principles and Concepts; and the Effectiveness of 
the Dissemination 
a. Develop evaluation instruments 
b. Collect evaluation data 
c. Analyze data and report on results on evaluation

Andrea Lewis; Bonnie Bruce; Joanne Vorhies; OEE; consultants

Education and the Environment Initiative Program Development Timeline

07-08 08-09

Phase 7: Nov. 2003 - July 2009: Operations

05-06 06-07
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EEI Manager(s) Office of Education and the 
Environment (OEE) 

External Consultants 

• Point-of-contact for all EEI-related matters, 
internal & external. 

• Report to and collaborate with EEI 
Manager(s) regularly on all EEI- 
related matters under scope of 
responsibility. 

• Work with manager(s) to assemble technical advisory 
committees and prepare background materials for 
advisory committees. 

• Liaison with Governor's Office, Legislature, 
Cal/EPA, CIWMB Board, and associated 
state governmental entities. 

• Manage all contracts hired through 
CIWMB processes. 

• Use guidebook developed in Phase III to guide 
professional writing teams. 

• Manage the development of technical work products of 
writers, editors, and graphic designers. 

• Lead in communication with the State 
Board of Education, Curriculum 
Commission, Office of the Secretary for 
Education, and Department of Education. 

• Work collaboratively with CREEC 
regarding professional development 
materials, training, and reporting 
processes. 

• Summarize/validate issues raised by technical advisory 
committees re: model curriculum. 

• Oversee all policy-related issues. • Work collaboratively with CREEC 
regarding development of EEI 
outreach approach. 

• Design and conduct training sessions for professional 
writing teams, editors, and graphic designers. 

• Decision-making authority regarding 
implementation and policy-related issues. 

• Build relationships at the County 
Office of Education and school 
districts in California. 

• Develop plans and units of model curriculum for 
committees, CEEIN, sponsoring agencies, manager(s), 
etc. in collaboration with OEE. 

• Manage and direct workload of external 
consultants and coordinate OEE workload. 

• General EEI-related outreach 
(distinct from CREEC). 

• Develop model curriculum template for units/lessons for 
graphic designers. 

• Oversee & manage EEI workplan and 
funds. 

• Conduct workshops. • Review all field testing 
OEE. 

materials with manager(s) and 

• Resolve issues/problems. • Manage teacher stipends. • Develop field testing methodology, site location(s), and 
provide training. 

• Plan & facilitate Education Partnership 
meetings. 

• Assist with identification of field 
testing and pilot testing locations. 

• Review and analyze field testing results. 

• Formulate and coordinate the development 
of new legislation. 

• Provide technical support for 
integrating model curriculum into 
instructional plans. 

• Develop pilot testing methodology, site location(s), and 
provide training. 

• Fundraising • Prepare legislative reports as 
required by law. 

• Finalize model curriculum materials for approval by 
State Board of Education. 

• Outreach — High Level • In consultation with OEE, develop training materials to 
implement the model curriculum in school districts and 
County Offices of Education in the State of California. 

• Government Relations 
• Textbook Adoption/Frameworks Revision 
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• Provide technical support for 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-234 

Consideration Of Scope Of Work And Allocation For Education & The Environment Initiative 
Writing Teams (FY 2005/2006-2006/2007, Integrated Waste Management Account) 

WHEREAS, the Education and the Environment Initiative (EEI), Assembly Bill (AB) 1548 
(Pavley, Statutes of 2003, Chapter 665) mandates the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board (CIWMB) (Board), in cooperation with the California Environmental Protection Agency, 
Resources Agency, California Department of Education, State Board of Education and Office of 
the Secretary of Education, to develop environmental principles and concepts (EP & C) aligned 
with the State Board of Education's academic content standards for elementary and secondary 
schools; and 

WHEREAS, AB 1548 further requires that these EP & C be incorporated into Model 
Curriculum designed to provide Kindergarten through 12th  grade teachers with standards-based 
curricular materials in Science, Mathematics, English/Language Arts and History/Social 
Sciences, that can be used to teach the EP & C; and 

WHEREAS, at its March 2004 Meeting, the Board approved the Scope of Work for Consulting 
and Professional Services contracts (Contract Concept Number Three), for the EEI for 
development of the EP & C. 

WHEREAS, at its June 2004 Meeting, the CIWMB, approved a grant to the San Luis Obispo 
County Office of Education for the purpose of providing support, assistance, and expertise on a 
project that will further the current efforts of the EEI. 

WHEREAS, the CIWMB is seeking qualified curriculum and/or textbook writing teams for the 
development of a Model Curriculum to comply with the requirements of the EEI. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the Scope of Work 
and allocates funds in an amount not to exceed two million five hundred fifty thousand dollars 
($2,550,000), to hire professional writing teams to develop the Model Curriculum for the 
Education and the Environment Initiative subject to the passage and chaptering of AB 1721. 

(over) 
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(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board authorizes the 
Executive Director to approve the contractor and to prepare and execute the necessary contracts 
and amendments to implement this Board action, pursuant to Board policies. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board held on 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 30 (Revised) 

ITEM 

Discussion And Request For Rulemaking Direction On Proposed Amendments To The 
Transfer/Processing Operations And Facilities Regulatory Requirements To Address Conversion 
Technology Operations And Facilities 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
At the December 6, 2004 California Integrated Waste Management Board's Permitting 
and Enforcement Committee meeting, a public hearing was held to allow oral and written 
comments to be submitted as part of the formal 45-day public comment period on the 
proposed conversion technology regulations. Based on comments received, staff 
intended to revise the proposed regulations and present them for consideration at a future 
meeting of the Committee and request an additional 15-day public comment period. 
However, statutory inconsistencies have been identified that may make it more 
appropriate to await legislative changes prior to proceeding with the formal rulemaking. 
This item identifies these statutory inconsistencies and seeks guidance on whether to 
proceed with the formal rulemaking prior to correction of identified statutory problems. 

It is important to note that, even if these proposed regulations are not promulgated, 
conversion technology facilities and operations would still be subject to regulation on a 
case-by-case basis under the existing Transfer/Processing Operations and Facilities 
Regulatory Requirements, which includes the "3-part test" as a basis for determining 
whether or not an individual facility requires a solid waste facilities permit and is subject 
to operational regulations. This would require some operators to obtain a Full Solid 
Waste Facilities Permit prior to commencing operations while others would not be 
regulated by the Board at all. In addition, these operations would also be subject to other 
federal, state, and local agency requirements (e.g., air districts, regional water boards, 
etc.). 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
• The Board directed staff, at its February 19, 2002 meeting, to initiate a rulemaking to 

revise the transfer station/processing operations and facilities regulatory requirements 
to specify that conversion technologies that handle solid waste residuals as feedstock, 
whether or not the technologies are specifically included in the statutory definition of 
transformation, are subject to these regulations. 

• The Board, at its April 16, 2002 meeting, approved the following policy 
recommendation: "Conversion" means the processing, through non-combustion 
thermal means, chemical means, or biological means, other than composting, of 
residual solid waste from which recyclable materials have been substantially diverted 
and/or removed to produce electricity, alternative fuels, chemicals, or other products 
that meet quality standards for use in the marketplace, with a minimum amount of 
residuals remaining after processing." 

• The Permitting and Enforcement Committee, at its November 3, 2003 meeting, 
directed staff to notice the proposed regulations, after considering pertinent issues in 
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the reports prepared under contract to the CIWMB concerning conversion 
technologies. 

• The Office of Administrative Law publicly noticed the proposed regulations on 
October 22, 2004, initiating the 45-day public comment period. The comment period 
closed December 6, 2004. The discussion of this item on December 6 constituted the 
public hearing for this rulemaking. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to: 
1. Direct staff to halt the formal rulemaking until identified statutory inconsistencies 

have been addressed. 

2. Direct staff to proceed with a 15-day public comment period with the attached 
regulations, after modifications are made as directed by the Board at this meeting. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends option 1 — the Board direct staff to halt the formal rulemaking until 
identified statutory inconsistencies have been corrected. 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
During the 45-day comment period and public hearing for these proposed regulations, a 
number of issues were raised by stakeholders regarding inconsistencies, inequities, or 
difficulties in these regulations. Staff has analyzed these comments and understands 
many of the concerns raised by stakeholders. However, for the most part, the concerns 
raised by stakeholders are directly related to the way in which the Legislature has written 
the relevant statutes that apply to conversion technology, or the provisions that have been 
omitted. As a result, staff determined that it would be appropriate to bring these issues 
back to the Board to discuss whether to proceed with the regulations given the existing 
statutory framework or whether it should temporarily stop the regulatory process and 
identify potential issues that need to be addressed by the Legislature in order to ensure 
that the resulting regulations are appropriate. Identified issues are discussed below. 

Statutory Issues That Can Not Be Addressed By Regulations 

1. Definitions 

(a) What Processes Should Be Defined as Conversion Technologies? 
There is no statutory definition of "conversion technology." Some of the processes 
explicitly mentioned in the proposed definition of "conversion technology" are not 
mentioned in CIWMB statute. For example, PRC 40201 defines "transformation" as 
including incineration, pyrolysis, distillation and biological conversion other than 
composting. However, catalytic cracking and hydrolysis are not included in this statutory 
definition, while gasification is explicitly excluded. Thus, in an effort to provide clarity 
as to how each of these processes would be regulated, it was necessary for the proposed 
regulatory definition of "conversion technology" to include processes defined in statute 
as transformation (i.e., pyrolysis and distillation), a process explicitly excluded from 
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There is no statutory definition of “conversion technology.”  Some of the processes 
explicitly mentioned in the proposed definition of “conversion technology” are not 
mentioned in CIWMB statute.  For example, PRC 40201 defines “transformation” as 
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definition as transformation (i.e., gasification), and processes not defined as 
transformation (i.e., catalytic cracking and hydrolysis). 

17402(a)(4) Conversion Technology" means the processing, through 
noncombustion thermal, chemical, or biological processes, other than 
composting, of solid waste, including, but not limited to organic materials 
such as paper, yard trimmings, wood wastes, agricultural wastes, and 
plastics. A conversion technology facility produces products, including, 
but not limited to, electricity, alternative fuels, chemicals, or other 
products that meet quality standards for use in the marketplace. 
"Conversion Technology" includes, but is not limited to, catalytic 
cracking, distillation, gasification, hydrolysis, and pyrolysis. "Conversion 
Technology" does not include anaerobic digestion, biomass conversion, 
composting (aerobic or anaerobic) or incineration. 

However, stakeholders and staff have noted that placing these various processes together 
within one definition may not be satisfactory since while they all "convert" waste, they 
differ in several ways in accomplishing this. For example, some facilities will accept 
clean materials that will pass the 3-part test and require little processing prior to 
conversion, while others will accept mixed solid waste requiring extensive processing 
prior to conversion. 

Note: Assembly Bill 1090, Matthews, would define conversion technology similar to the 
definition proposed in this rulemaking. However, environmental and recycling 
organizations oppose this bill and no action has been taken since April 18, 2005. The 
Assembly's bill analysis states, "the Committee may wish to consider whether this bill 
may be premature in light of the lack of data on the environmental and health effects of 
conversion technology." This is now a two-year bill. The Legislature has tentatively 
scheduled hearings on conversion technology issues for this Fall. 

Recommendation: Seek clarity from the Legislature as to its intent regarding how it 
wants the Board to regulate these technologies. In other words, does the Legislature want 
them all regulated as solid waste facilities, some other subset of facilities, or not at all 
[see discussion below in section (e) about manufacturing and recycling]. Seek legislative 
guidance on whether conversion technologies using the same materials as biomass 
conversion, as specified in PRC 40106, are excluded from CIWMB regulations. 

(b) Biomass Conversion 
The proposed definition of "conversion technology" explicitly excludes biomass 
conversion because there is no statutory provision that would allow the Board to include 
it in regulations. PRC 40106 defines "biomass conversion" as a combustion process for 
producing electricity from specified materials, including agricultural crop residues, 
garden clippings, wood waste, and other materials. Biomass conversion facilities are not 
within the Board's jurisdiction to regulate (PRC 40201, 40194). This means that biomass 
conversion facilities can mass burn these materials without CIWMB oversight, but 
conversion technologies converting these same materials would be subject to CIWMB 
requirements. The intent of the legislature concerning the use of conversion technologies 
to process these same types of materials is unknown. The regulations, as drafted, follow 
these statutory provisions, but in doing so, stakeholders and staff have noted that this may 
result in confusion as to which facilities are regulated and which are not. Also, this may 
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these statutory provisions, but in doing so, stakeholders and staff have noted that this may 
result in confusion as to which facilities are regulated and which are not.  Also, this may 
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create an unlevel playing field for those using biomass as feedstock and may be contrary 
to Legislative intent to limit the burning of waste derived materials as opposed to some 
sort of processing. 

(c) Anaerobic Digestion 
Anaerobic digestion is explicitly excluded from the defmition of "conversion 
technology" in the regulations because it is difficult to distinguish from 
composting, which is not included within conversion technology. However, a 
facility that uses a pretreatment process such as hydrolysis would be subject to the 
proposed CT regulations, even though hydrolysis may be just one step in 
anaerobic digestion. Without further clarity from the Legislature regarding how it 
wants these processes to be handled (hydrolysis is not mentioned in statute), the 
regulations will have to draw distinctions between different processes that may 
not be optimal to use. 

Note: Assembly Bill 1090, Matthews, mentioned above, would define conversion 
technology similar to the definition proposed in this rulemaking. Conversion technology 
would not include anaerobic digestion. 

(d) AB 2770 Definition of Gasification 
The statutory definition of "gasification" is technically inaccurate. PRC 40117 reads: 

"Gasification" means a technology that uses a noncombustion thermal process to 
convert solid waste to a clean burning fuel for the purpose of generating 
electricity, and that, at minimum, meets all of the following criteria: 

(a) The technology does not use air or oxygen in the conversion process, except 
ambient air to maintain temperature control. 

(b) The technology produces no discharges of air contaminants or emissions, 
including greenhouse gases, as defined in subdivision (g) of Section 42801.1 of 
the Health and Safety Code. 

(c) The technology produces no discharges to surface or groundwater's of the 
state. 

(d) The technology produces no hazardous waste. 
(e) To the maximum extent feasible, the technology removes all recyclable 

materials and marketable green waste compostable materials from the solid waste 
stream prior to the conversion process and the owner or operator of the facility 
certifies that those materials will be recycled or composted. 

(f) The facility where the technology is used is in compliance with all applicable 
laws, regulations, and ordinances. 

(g) The facility certifies to the board that any local agency sending solid waste 
to the facility is in compliance with this division and has reduced, recycled, or 
composted solid waste to the maximum extent feasible, and the board makes a 
finding that the local agency has diverted at least 30 percent of all solid waste 
through source reduction, recycling, and composting. 

Technical inaccuracies with the statutory definition of "gasification" have been 
identified. For example, gasification technologies do not use air or oxygen in its process. 
Under the existing definition for gasification, processes that gasify waste to produce 
clean burning fuels or chemicals for uses other than for electricity production would not 
be considered gasification, but would still be considered "transformation." The provision 
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create an unlevel playing field for those using biomass as feedstock and may be contrary 
to Legislative intent to limit the burning of waste derived materials as opposed to some 
sort of processing. 
 
(c) Anaerobic Digestion 
Anaerobic digestion is explicitly excluded from the definition of “conversion 
technology” in the regulations because it is difficult to distinguish from 
composting, which is not included within conversion technology.  However, a 
facility that uses a pretreatment process such as hydrolysis would be subject to the 
proposed CT regulations, even though hydrolysis may be just one step in 
anaerobic digestion.  Without further clarity from the Legislature regarding how it 
wants these processes to be handled (hydrolysis is not mentioned in statute), the 
regulations will have to draw distinctions between different processes that may 
not be optimal to use. 
 
Note: Assembly Bill 1090, Matthews, mentioned above, would define conversion 
technology similar to the definition proposed in this rulemaking.  Conversion technology 
would not include anaerobic digestion.   

 
(d) AB 2770 Definition of Gasification 
The statutory definition of “gasification” is technically inaccurate.  PRC 40117 reads: 
 

“Gasification” means a technology that uses a noncombustion thermal process to 
convert solid waste to a clean burning fuel for the purpose of generating 
electricity, and that, at minimum, meets all of the following criteria: 
   (a) The technology does not use air or oxygen in the conversion process, except 
ambient air to maintain temperature control. 
   (b) The technology produces no discharges of air contaminants or emissions, 
including greenhouse gases, as defined in subdivision (g) of Section 42801.1 of 
the Health and Safety Code. 
   (c) The technology produces no discharges to surface or groundwater’s of the 
state. 
   (d) The technology produces no hazardous waste. 
   (e) To the maximum extent feasible, the technology removes all recyclable 
materials and marketable green waste compostable materials from the solid waste 
stream prior to the conversion process and the owner or operator of the facility 
certifies that those materials will be recycled or composted. 
   (f) The facility where the technology is used is in compliance with all applicable 
laws, regulations, and ordinances. 
   (g) The facility certifies to the board that any local agency sending solid waste 
to the facility is in compliance with this division and has reduced, recycled, or 
composted solid waste to the maximum extent feasible, and the board makes a 
finding that the local agency has diverted at least 30 percent of all solid waste 
through source reduction, recycling, and composting. 

 
Technical inaccuracies with the statutory definition of “gasification” have been 
identified.  For example, gasification technologies do not use air or oxygen in its process.  
Under the existing definition for gasification, processes that gasify waste to produce 
clean burning fuels or chemicals for uses other than for electricity production would not 
be considered gasification, but would still be considered “transformation.”  The provision 
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that only allows the use of ambient air for temperature control precludes the use of heated 
air on the feedstock. The use of heated air is a common method in combined heat and 
power systems to improve overall energy conversion efficiency. In addition, this 
definition does not guarantee superior environmental performance and may lead to less 
efficient energy conversion systems. 

Note: Assembly Bill 1090, Matthews, would define conversion technology similar to the 
definition proposed in this rulemaking. Conversion technology would include 
gasification. Gasification as defined in PRC 40117 would be repealed. 

(e) Recycling Versus Manufacturer (3-Part Test/Manufacturer) 
Some stakeholders believe that conversion technology operations should be treated as 
"manufacturers" and be exempted as a group from regulation. They feel the proposed 
regulations fail to recognize the benefits of energy production and energy-producing 
operations should be considered a manufacturing process. 

The proposed regulations state: 

17402.5(c)(5) "Manufacturer" means a person or business entity that uses new or 
separated for reuse materials as a raw material in making a finished product that is 
distinct from those raw materials. If the manufacturer is using a conversion 
technology, then it will still need to meet the requirements of subdivision (d) of 
this section. 

Subdivision (d) refers to the 3-part test, which is currently used to determine whether an 
activity, operation, or facility that receives, stores, handles, recovers, transfers, or 
processes solid waste is subject to the transfer/processing regulations. The criteria 
included in the 3-part test were developed after significant inputs from stakeholders 
during the transfer/processing rulemaking. Staff believes the 3-part test is appropriate for 
determining whether an activity, operation, or facility using a conversion technology 
would be subject to the conversion technology regulations since solid waste may be 
received, stored, handled, recovered, transferred, or processed at such facilities. Use of 
the 3-part test provides some objective measurement to ensure that someone who should 
be regulated can not avoid the Board's jurisdiction simply by labeling themselves a 
manufacturer. 

The proposed regulations place conversion technologies in the transfer/processing 
regulations and apply the 3-part test to these operations and facilities. This was done for 
simplicity and clarity since the handling of solid waste prior to gasification or other 
conversion technology processes is similar to its handling at a traditional 
transfer/processing operation. However, it could be argued that the 3-part test should not 
apply to gasification since "transfer or processing station" is defined as separate from 
gasification in the "solid waste facility" statute (PRC 40194). The 3-part test has only 
applied to transfer/processing in the past and is based on PRC 40200. 

40200. (a) "Transfer or processing station" or "station" includes those facilities 
utilized to receive solid wastes, temporarily store, separate, convert, or otherwise 
process the materials in the solid wastes, or to transfer the solid wastes directly 
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that only allows the use of ambient air for temperature control precludes the use of heated 
air on the feedstock.  The use of heated air is a common method in combined heat and 
power systems to improve overall energy conversion efficiency.  In addition, this 
definition does not guarantee superior environmental performance and may lead to less 
efficient energy conversion systems. 
 
Note: Assembly Bill 1090, Matthews, would define conversion technology similar to the 
definition proposed in this rulemaking.  Conversion technology would include 
gasification.  Gasification as defined in PRC 40117 would be repealed.   
 

(e)  Recycling Versus Manufacturer (3-Part Test/Manufacturer) 
Some stakeholders believe that conversion technology operations should be treated as 
“manufacturers” and be exempted as a group from regulation.  They feel the proposed 
regulations fail to recognize the benefits of energy production and energy-producing 
operations should be considered a manufacturing process. 
 
The proposed regulations state: 
 

17402.5(c)(5) "Manufacturer" means a person or business entity that uses new or 
separated for reuse materials as a raw material in making a finished product that is 
distinct from those raw materials.  If the manufacturer is using a conversion 
technology, then it will still need to meet the requirements of subdivision (d) of 
this section.

 
Subdivision (d) refers to the 3-part test, which is currently used to determine whether an 
activity, operation, or facility that receives, stores, handles, recovers, transfers, or 
processes solid waste is subject to the transfer/processing regulations.  The criteria 
included in the 3-part test were developed after significant inputs from stakeholders 
during the transfer/processing rulemaking.  Staff believes the 3-part test is appropriate for 
determining whether an activity, operation, or facility using a conversion technology 
would be subject to the conversion technology regulations since solid waste may be 
received, stored, handled, recovered, transferred, or processed at such facilities.  Use of 
the 3-part test provides some objective measurement to ensure that someone who should 
be regulated can not avoid the Board’s jurisdiction simply by labeling themselves a 
manufacturer. 
 
The proposed regulations place conversion technologies in the transfer/processing 
regulations and apply the 3-part test to these operations and facilities.  This was done for 
simplicity and clarity since the handling of solid waste prior to gasification or other 
conversion technology processes is similar to its handling at a traditional 
transfer/processing operation.  However, it could be argued that the 3-part test should not 
apply to gasification since “transfer or processing station” is defined as separate from 
gasification in the “solid waste facility” statute (PRC 40194).  The 3-part test has only 
applied to transfer/processing in the past and is based on PRC 40200.   
 

40200.  (a) "Transfer or processing station" or "station" includes those facilities 
utilized to receive solid wastes, temporarily store, separate, convert, or otherwise 
process the materials in the solid wastes, or to transfer the solid wastes directly 
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from smaller to larger vehicles for transport, and those facilities utilized for 
transformation. 

(b) "Transfer or processing station" or "station" does not include any of 
the following: 

(1) A facility, whose principal function is to receive, store, separate, convert, or 
otherwise process in accordance with state minimum standards, manure. 

(2) A facility, whose principal function is to receive, store, convert, or 
otherwise process wastes which have already been separated for reuse and 
are not intended for disposal. 

(3) The operations premises of a duly licensed solid waste handling operator 
who receives, stores, transfers, or otherwise processes wastes as an activity 
incidental to the conduct of a refuse collection and disposal business in 
accordance with regulations adopted pursuant to Section 43309. [emphasis added] 

According to the National Recycling Coalition, recycling is: 

"the series of activities by which discarded materials are collected, sorted, 
processed, and converted into raw materials and used in the production of new 
products. Recycling does not include the use of these materials as a fuel 
substitute or for energy production." (National Recycling Coalition, Advocacy Message 
Areas of Agreement, May 19, 1997, page 3. Available at www.nrc-recycle.org) 

Staff believes it is appropriate to apply the 3-part test to these operations. However, it 
may be beneficial for the legislature to weigh various factors in determining whether 
operations utilizing specific materials and conversion technology processes be considered 
as manufacturers and thus excluded from regulation by the CIWMB. These factors 
include public health, energy production, fuel production, chemical production, and 
others. 

(f) Transformation/Combustion 
Transformation typically is used to mean incineration; however, there are certain terms 
contained in the statutory definition such as distillation, biological conversion, and 
pyrolysis that are not incineration technologies. Combustion and incineration differ in 
the sense that the goal of combustion is the production of heat and energy while the goal 
of incineration may simply be volume reduction of the feedstock. As a result, the 
proposed regulations have to regulate some conversion technologies as if they were 
incineration, but others as if they were not. 

Note: Assembly Bill 1090, Matthews, would define transformation as "the incineration or 
combustion of solid waste in an oxygen-rich environment. "Transformation" does not 
include composting, biomass conversion, or conversion technology." 

2. IWMP Conformance 
The proposed regulations treat conversion in two different ways that create a difficult 
issue in the context of conformance findings. First, the regulations would treat 
conversion similarly to disposal in that waste sent to them would be counted as disposal, 
consistent with the legislative intent. Second, conversion is treated similarly to 
transfer/processing in that the permitting and state minimum standard provisions that 
apply to them are the same as transfer/processing, consistent with the way that statute 
treats transformation as a subset of transfer/processing (see PRC 40200). Thus, statute, 
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from smaller to larger vehicles for transport, and those facilities utilized for 
transformation. 
   (b) "Transfer or processing station" or "station" does not include any of 
the following: 
   (1) A facility, whose principal function is to receive, store, separate, convert, or 
otherwise process in accordance with state minimum standards, manure. 
   (2) A facility, whose principal function is to receive, store, convert, or 
otherwise process wastes which have already been separated for reuse and 
are not intended for disposal. 
   (3) The operations premises of a duly licensed solid waste handling operator 
who receives, stores, transfers, or otherwise processes wastes as an activity 
incidental to the conduct of a refuse collection and disposal business in 
accordance with regulations adopted pursuant to Section 43309. [emphasis added] 

 
According to the National Recycling Coalition, recycling is: 
 

“the series of activities by which discarded materials are collected, sorted, 
processed, and converted into raw materials and used in the production of new 
products.  Recycling does not include the use of these materials as a fuel 
substitute or for energy production.”  (National Recycling Coalition, Advocacy Message 
Areas of Agreement, May 19, 1997, page 3.  Available at www.nrc-recycle.org)   

 
Staff believes it is appropriate to apply the 3-part test to these operations.  However, it 
may be beneficial for the legislature to weigh various factors in determining whether 
operations utilizing specific materials and conversion technology processes be considered 
as manufacturers and thus excluded from regulation by the CIWMB.  These factors 
include public health, energy production, fuel production, chemical production, and 
others. 
 
(f) Transformation/Combustion 
Transformation typically is used to mean incineration; however, there are certain terms 
contained in the statutory definition such as distillation, biological conversion, and 
pyrolysis that are not incineration technologies.  Combustion and incineration differ in 
the sense that the goal of combustion is the production of heat and energy while the goal 
of incineration may simply be volume reduction of the feedstock.  As a result, the 
proposed regulations have to regulate some conversion technologies as if they were 
incineration, but others as if they were not. 
 
Note: Assembly Bill 1090, Matthews, would define transformation as “the incineration or 
combustion of solid waste in an oxygen-rich environment.  “Transformation” does not 
include composting, biomass conversion, or conversion technology.”   
 
2.  IWMP Conformance 
The proposed regulations treat conversion in two different ways that create a difficult 
issue in the context of conformance findings.  First, the regulations would treat 
conversion similarly to disposal in that waste sent to them would be counted as disposal, 
consistent with the legislative intent.  Second, conversion is treated similarly to 
transfer/processing in that the permitting and state minimum standard provisions that 
apply to them are the same as transfer/processing, consistent with the way that statute 
treats transformation as a subset of transfer/processing (see PRC 40200).  Thus, statute, 
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and the proposed regulations attempting to implement statute, is ambivalent as to how to 
treat conversion technology. 

In the context of conformance findings, this ambivalence creates a difficult issue. If 
conversion technology is treated as disposal, a new facility would need to be contained in 
the Countywide Siting Element (CSE). Amending a CSE involves obtaining approval of 
the incorporated county and a majority of cities in the county with a majority of the 
population of the unincorporated county (majority/majority approval). This process takes 
a significant amount of time and resources. On the other hand, if conversion technology 
is treated as transfer/processing, a new facility would need to be contained in the 
Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE). Amending an NDFE only requires approval of 
one jurisdiction and is significantly easier to accomplish. This issue is not addressed in 
statute, or in the letter regarding legislative intent on diversion credit. 

3. Pre-processing 

The proposed regulations state the following: "A conversion technology operation or 
facility shall only accept solid waste from which, to the maximum extent feasible, all 
recyclable materials and marketable green waste compostable materials have been removed 
prior to the conversion process. The owner or operator of the facility shall certify that these 
materials will be recycled or composted." 

Some stakeholders indicated that the regulations should require removal of "food waste" 
prior to the conversion process out of concern that limiting the removal requirement to 
"green waste" will result in food waste diversion programs being negatively impacted by 
food waste flowing to conversion technology operations. Others argue that the flow of 
materials should not be regulated as it would negatively impact conversion technology 
operations. However, other stakeholders believe that a more effective mechanism is 
needed to ensure that conversion technology operations do not negatively impact 
composting operations. 

The Board, in Resolution No. 2002-177, states: 

"Conversion" means the processing, through non-combustion thermal means, 
chemical means, or biological means, other than composting, of residual solid 
waste from which recyclable materials have been substantially diverted 
and/or removed to produce electricity, alternative fuels, chemicals, or other 
products that meet quality standards for use in the marketplace, with a minimum 
amount of residuals remaining after processing." (Emphasis added) 

PRC 40117 (AB 2770) states that a gasification facility meets the following criteria: 

"(e) To the maximum extent feasible, the technology removes all recyclable materials 
and marketable green waste compostable materials from the solid waste stream prior to 
the conversion process and the owner or operator of the facility certifies that those 
materials will be recycled or composted." 

The proposed regulations, in an effort to provide requirements that are consistent with the 
statutory definition of gasification for all conversion technologies, require removal of all 
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and the proposed regulations attempting to implement statute, is ambivalent as to how to 
treat conversion technology. 
 
In the context of conformance findings, this ambivalence creates a difficult issue.  If 
conversion technology is treated as disposal, a new facility would need to be contained in 
the Countywide Siting Element (CSE).  Amending a CSE involves obtaining approval of 
the incorporated county and a majority of cities in the county with a majority of the 
population of the unincorporated county (majority/majority approval).  This process takes 
a significant amount of time and resources.  On the other hand, if conversion technology 
is treated as transfer/processing, a new facility would need to be contained in the 
Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE).  Amending an NDFE only requires approval of 
one jurisdiction and is significantly easier to accomplish.  This issue is not addressed in 
statute, or in the letter regarding legislative intent on diversion credit. 
 
3. Pre-processing 
The proposed regulations state the following: “A conversion technology operation or 
facility shall only accept solid waste from which, to the maximum extent feasible, all 
recyclable materials and marketable green waste compostable materials have been removed 
prior to the conversion process.  The owner or operator of the facility shall certify that these 
materials will be recycled or composted.” 

 
Some stakeholders indicated that the regulations should require removal of “food waste” 
prior to the conversion process out of concern that limiting the removal requirement to 
“green waste” will result in food waste diversion programs being negatively impacted by 
food waste flowing to conversion technology operations.  Others argue that the flow of 
materials should not be regulated as it would negatively impact conversion technology 
operations.  However, other stakeholders believe that a more effective mechanism is 
needed to ensure that conversion technology operations do not negatively impact 
composting operations. 
 
The Board, in Resolution No. 2002-177, states: 
 

“Conversion” means the processing, through non-combustion thermal means, 
chemical means, or biological means, other than composting, of residual solid 
waste from which recyclable materials have been substantially diverted 
and/or removed to produce electricity, alternative fuels, chemicals, or other 
products that meet quality standards for use in the marketplace, with a minimum 
amount of residuals remaining after processing.” (Emphasis added) 

 
PRC 40117 (AB 2770) states that a gasification facility meets the following criteria: 
 
“(e) To the maximum extent feasible, the technology removes all recyclable materials 
and marketable green waste compostable materials from the solid waste stream prior to 
the conversion process and the owner or operator of the facility certifies that those 
materials will be recycled or composted.” 
 
The proposed regulations, in an effort to provide requirements that are consistent with the 
statutory definition of gasification for all conversion technologies, require removal of all 
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recyclable materials and marketable green waste compostable materials from the solid 
waste stream prior to the conversion process: 

17410.5. Removal of Recyclable and Compostable Materials Prior to Conversion 
Process. 

A conversion technology operation or facility shall only accept solid waste from 
which, to the maximum extent feasible, all recyclable materials and marketable 
green waste compostable materials have been removed prior to the conversion 
process. The owner or operator of the facility shall certify that these materials 
will be recycled or composted. 

PRC 40117 (AB 2770) states that a gasification facility meets the following criteria: 

"(e) To the maximum extent feasible, the technology removes all recyclable 
materials and marketable green waste compostable materials from the solid waste 
stream prior to the conversion process and the owner or operator of the facility 
certifies that those materials will be recycled or composted." 

Unfortunately, the issue of pre-processing is difficult to address due to the diverse ways 
in which it impacts different types of conversion (catalytic cracking only uses plastic so 
pulling compostable material out is consistent with its normal operation, but other types 
of conversion want some amount of organic material to help their processes work); and 
due to the inherent difficulties in defining a term like "maximum extent feasible." 

Comments On Regulations That Do Not Require Legislative Direction In Order To 
Be Addressed 

1. Operations Conducted in a Closed Environment 
Some stakeholders indicated that none of the conversion technology processes described 
in the CIWMB-funded reports is in a completely closed environment and that any facility 
producing liquids, gases, or solids including ash, char or sludges that need to be disposed 
of or requires further processing, should be required to obtain at least a Registration 
permit. However, the composting regulations exclude within-vessel composting process 
activities with less than a 50-cubic yard capacity. Others note that compost facilities that 
receive any amount of food waste are required to obtain a Full solid waste facility permit 
while the proposed regulations would only require a conversion technology operation 
receiving up to 15 tons of food waste to only comply with EA Notification requirements. 

If the Board directs staff to proceed with the regulatory effort, staff will seek to adjust its 
regulations to ensure consistency between its different regulatory schemes as they 
involve potential impacts to the environment. 

2. Research 
In accordance with the proposed regulations, an operator of a conversion technology 
research operation would not be required to obtain a permit. The operator would be 
required to comply with the enforcement agency notification requirements. A conversion 
technology research operation could receive no more than 15 tons of organic material per 
day. Although the transfer/processing regulations currently do not address research 
operations, research on different conversion technologies may be necessary to test the 
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recyclable materials and marketable green waste compostable materials from the solid 
waste stream prior to the conversion process: 
  

17410.5. Removal of Recyclable and Compostable Materials Prior to Conversion 
Process. 
A conversion technology operation or facility shall only accept solid waste from 
which, to the maximum extent feasible, all recyclable materials and marketable 
green waste compostable materials have been removed prior to the conversion 
process.  The owner or operator of the facility shall certify that these materials 
will be recycled or composted. 

 
PRC 40117 (AB 2770) states that a gasification facility meets the following criteria: 
 

“(e) To the maximum extent feasible, the technology removes all recyclable 
materials and marketable green waste compostable materials from the solid waste 
stream prior to the conversion process and the owner or operator of the facility 
certifies that those materials will be recycled or composted.” 

 
Unfortunately, the issue of pre-processing is difficult to address due to the diverse ways 
in which it impacts different types of conversion (catalytic cracking only uses plastic so 
pulling compostable material out is consistent with its normal operation, but other types 
of conversion want some amount of organic material to help their processes work); and 
due to the inherent difficulties in defining a term like “maximum extent feasible.” 
 
Comments On Regulations That Do Not Require Legislative Direction In Order To 
Be Addressed 
 
1.  Operations Conducted in a Closed Environment 
Some stakeholders indicated that none of the conversion technology processes described 
in the CIWMB-funded reports is in a completely closed environment and that any facility 
producing liquids, gases, or solids including ash, char or sludges that need to be disposed 
of or requires further processing, should be required to obtain at least a Registration 
permit.  However, the composting regulations exclude within-vessel composting process 
activities with less than a 50-cubic yard capacity.  Others note that compost facilities that 
receive any amount of food waste are required to obtain a Full solid waste facility permit 
while the proposed regulations would only require a conversion technology operation 
receiving up to 15 tons of food waste to only comply with EA Notification requirements.   
 
If the Board directs staff to proceed with the regulatory effort, staff will seek to adjust its 
regulations to ensure consistency between its different regulatory schemes as they 
involve potential impacts to the environment. 
 
2.  Research 
In accordance with the proposed regulations, an operator of a conversion technology 
research operation would not be required to obtain a permit.  The operator would be 
required to comply with the enforcement agency notification requirements.  A conversion 
technology research operation could receive no more than 15 tons of organic material per 
day.  Although the transfer/processing regulations currently do not address research 
operations, research on different conversion technologies may be necessary to test the 
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viability of new technologies. 

The existing transfer/processing regulations require that a facility receiving more than 15 
tons per day obtain either a Registration or Full solid waste facility permit. A limited 
volume transfer operation is only required to comply with EA Notification requirements. 

Some stakeholders have indicated that limiting research operations to no more than 15 
tons of material per day is not helpful as viable operations would likely receive much 
larger amounts of material. Other stakeholders believe research operations should be 
required to obtain a Registration permit, which includes monthly inspections. 

The only type of research operation currently addressed in CIWMB regulations is 
composting operations. An operator conducting research composting operations utilizing 
within-vessel processing may exceed 5,000 cubic yards of material if the EA determines 
this will not pose additional risk to the public health, safety and the environment. 
Research composting operations are required to comply with the enforcement agency 
notification requirements. Staff is researching expanding the potential scope of CT 
research to parallel the allowances in the compost regulations. 

Suspension of the Rulemaking Process Would Have Several Effects 
First, it will mean that the Board would have to start the formal rulemaking process over 
again when the statutory issues have been addressed. However, the significant types of 
statutory changes that may occur could easily require the Board to "start from square 
one" anyway. 

Second, without regulations, conversion technology operations would be subject to a 
case-by-case review to determine if they would be subject to regulation and permitting 
requirements and if they would be considered diversion depending upon their current 
status in statute and staff determination as to which "label" they fit under. As noted 
above, some types of conversion technology are explicitly dealt with in statute, some are 
implied, and some are not mentioned at all. The proposed regulations attempted to bridge 
some of the gaps in the statute, but were not able to resolve all of the inconsistencies 
therein. The chart below shows how each of these operations would have been dealt with 
in the proposed regulations and how they would be dealt with just using statutory 
provisions: 

A case-by-case review of new conversion technology facilities according to statute could 
have the following results for some of the more common types of conversion technology: 

• Anaerobic Digestion: 
o The regulations would have clearly placed them within the realm of anaerobic 

composting. This would have meant that they would have been regulated as 
composters and would have counted for 100% diversion. 

o The statutory definition of transformation includes biological conversion other 
than composting. With a case-by-case review, it is possible that some 
anaerobic digesters might not fit within the existing composting framework. If 
they did not, and the facility did not otherwise meet the 3-part test, it would be 
regulated as transformation and be limited to 0% diversion since permitting 
would occur after 1/1/95. 
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viability of new technologies.   
 
The existing transfer/processing regulations require that a facility receiving more than 15 
tons per day obtain either a Registration or Full solid waste facility permit.  A limited 
volume transfer operation is only required to comply with EA Notification requirements. 
 
Some stakeholders have indicated that limiting research operations to no more than 15 
tons of material per day is not helpful as viable operations would likely receive much 
larger amounts of material.  Other stakeholders believe research operations should be 
required to obtain a Registration permit, which includes monthly inspections. 
 
The only type of research operation currently addressed in CIWMB regulations is 
composting operations.  An operator conducting research composting operations utilizing 
within-vessel processing may exceed 5,000 cubic yards of material if the EA determines 
this will not pose additional risk to the public health, safety and the environment.  
Research composting operations are required to comply with the enforcement agency 
notification requirements.  Staff is researching expanding the potential scope of CT 
research to parallel the allowances in the compost regulations. 
 
Suspension of the Rulemaking Process Would Have Several Effects 
First, it will mean that the Board would have to start the formal rulemaking process over 
again when the statutory issues have been addressed. However, the significant types of 
statutory changes that may occur could easily require the Board to “start from square 
one” anyway. 
 
Second, without regulations, conversion technology operations would be subject to a 
case-by-case review to determine if they would be subject to regulation and permitting 
requirements and if they would be considered diversion depending upon their current 
status in statute and staff determination as to which “label” they fit under.  As noted 
above, some types of conversion technology are explicitly dealt with in statute, some are 
implied, and some are not mentioned at all. The proposed regulations attempted to bridge 
some of the gaps in the statute, but were not able to resolve all of the inconsistencies 
therein. The chart below shows how each of these operations would have been dealt with 
in the proposed regulations and how they would be dealt with just using statutory 
provisions: 

 
A case-by-case review of new conversion technology facilities according to statute could 
have the following results for some of the more common types of conversion technology: 
 
• Anaerobic Digestion:  

o The regulations would have clearly placed them within the realm of anaerobic 
composting. This would have meant that they would have been regulated as 
composters and would have counted for 100% diversion.  

o The statutory definition of transformation includes biological conversion other 
than composting.  With a case-by-case review, it is possible that some 
anaerobic digesters might not fit within the existing composting framework. If 
they did not, and the facility did not otherwise meet the 3-part test, it would be 
regulated as transformation and be limited to 0% diversion since permitting 
would occur after 1/1/95. 
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• Enzymatic Hydolysis: 
o The statutory definition of transformation includes biological conversion. 
o If the facility met the 3-part test, it would not be regulated and would count as 

100% diversion under the proposed regulations or statute. 
o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under the proposed regulations, it 

would be regulated as CT and count for 0% diversion based on the Legislative 
Intent letter. 

o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under statute, it would be considered 
transformation and be limited to 0% diversion since permitted after 1/1/95. 

• Acid Hydrolysis: 
o The statutory definitions of transformation and gasification do not include 

chemical conversion. 
o If the facility met the 3-part test, it would not be regulated and would count as 

100% diversion under the proposed regulations or statute. 
o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under the proposed regulations, it 

would be regulated as CT and count for 0% diversion based on the Legislative 
Intent letter. 

o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under statute, it would be 
considered transfer/processing and would count as 100% diversion. 

• Catalytic Cracking 
o The statutory definitions of transformation and gasification do not include 

chemical conversion. 
o If the facility met the 3-part test, it would not be regulated and would count as 

100% diversion under the proposed regulations or statute. 
o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under the proposed regulations, it 

would be regulated as CT and count for 0% diversion based on the Legislative 
Intent letter. 

o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under statute, it would be considered 
transfer/processing and would count 100% diversion. 

• Distillation: 
o The statutory definition of transformation includes distillation. 
o If the facility met the 3-part test, it would not be regulated and would count as 

100% diversion under the proposed regulations or statute. 
o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under the proposed regulations, it 

would be regulated as CT and count for 0% diversion based on the Legislative 
Intent letter. 

o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under statute, it would be 
considered transformation and be limited to 0% diversion since permitted after 
1/1/95. 

• Pyrolysis: 
o The statutory definition of transformation includes pyrolysis. 
o If the facility met the 3-part test, it would not be regulated and would count as 

100% diversion under the proposed regulations or statute. 
o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under the proposed regulations, it 

would be regulated as CT and count for 0% diversion based on the Legislative 
Intent letter. 

o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under statute, it would be considered 
transformation and be limited to 0% diversion since permitted after 1/1/95. 

• Gasification: 
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o  If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under statute, it would be 
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1/1/95. 

• Pyrolysis: 
o The statutory definition of transformation includes pyrolysis. 
o If the facility met the 3-part test, it would not be regulated and would count as 

100% diversion under the proposed regulations or statute. 
o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under the proposed regulations, it 

would be regulated as CT and count for 0% diversion based on the Legislative 
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o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under statute, it would be considered 
transformation and be limited to 0% diversion since permitted after 1/1/95. 

• Gasification: 
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o Statute has a separate defmition of gasification, which does not expressly 
include the 3-part test, but the 
test to gasification. 

proposed regulations clearly applied the 3-part 

o If the facility met the 3-part test, under the proposed regulations, it would not 
be regulated and would count as 100% diversion under the proposed 
regulations. 

o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under the proposed regulations, it 
would be regulated as CT and count for 0% diversion based on the Legislative 
Intent letter. 

o Under the statute, whether or not it met the 3-part test, it would be regulated 
and would count as 0% diversion based on the Legislative Intent letter. 

The Table on the next page summarizes these differences. 
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o Statute has a separate definition of gasification, which does not expressly 
include the 3-part test, but the proposed regulations clearly applied the 3-part 
test to gasification. 

o If the facility met the 3-part test, under the proposed regulations, it would not 
be regulated and would count as 100% diversion under the proposed 
regulations. 

o If the facility did not meet the 3-part test, under the proposed regulations, it 
would be regulated as CT and count for 0% diversion based on the Legislative 
Intent letter.  

o Under the statute, whether or not it met the 3-part test, it would be regulated 
and would count as 0% diversion based on the Legislative Intent letter. 

 
The Table on the next page summarizes these differences. 
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Type Of 
Conversion 
Technology 

Meets 3- 
part Test 

Under Proposed 
Regulations 

Under Statute Without 
Clarification 

Regulated? Diversion? Regulated? Diversion? 

Anaerobic 
Digestion 

If Yes Yes as 
composting 

100% If composting — Yes 
as composting 

If not composting —
transformation — but 
not regulated per 3-
part test 

100% 

100% 

If No Yes as 
composting 

100% If composting — Yes 
as composting 

If not composting —
Yes as 
transformation 

100% 

0% 

Enzymatic 
Hydrolysis 

If Yes No 100% No 100% 

If No Yes as CT 0% Yes as 
transformation 

0% 

Acid 
Hydrolysis 

If Yes No 100% No 100% 

If No Yes as CT 0% Yes as T/P 100% 

Catalytic 
Cracking 

If Yes No 100% No 100% 

If No Yes as CT 0% Yes as T/P 100% 

Distillation If Yes No 100% No 100% 

If No Yes as CT 0% Yes as 
Transformation 

0% 

Pyrolysis If Yes No 100% No 100% 

If No Yes as CT 0% Yes as 
Transformation 

0% 

Gasification If Yes No 100% Yes 0% 

If No Yes 0% Yes 0% 
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Type Of 
Conversion 
Technology 

Meets 3-
part Test 

Under Proposed 
Regulations 

Under Statute Without 
Clarification 

  Regulated? Diversion? Regulated? Diversion? 

Anaerobic 
Digestion 

If Yes Yes as 
composting 

100% If composting – Yes 
as composting 

If not composting – 
transformation – but 
not regulated per 3-
part test 

100% 

 

 

100% 

 If No Yes as 
composting 

100% If composting – Yes 
as composting 

If not composting – 
Yes as 
transformation 

100% 

 

 

0% 

Enzymatic 
Hydrolysis 

If Yes No 100% No 100% 

 If No Yes as CT 0% Yes as 
transformation 

0% 

Acid 
Hydrolysis 

If Yes No 100% No 100% 

 If No Yes as CT 0% Yes as T/P 100% 

Catalytic 
Cracking 

If Yes No 100% No 100% 

 If No Yes as CT 0% Yes as T/P 100% 

Distillation If Yes No 100% No 100% 

 If No Yes as CT 0% Yes as 
Transformation 

0% 

Pyrolysis If Yes  No 100% No 100% 

 If No Yes as CT 0% Yes as 
Transformation 

0% 

Gasification If Yes No 100% Yes 0% 

 If No Yes 0% Yes 0% 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-30 (Revised) 
August 16-17, 2005 

B.  Environmental Issues 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review is required for these 
regulations. Board staff will conduct an analysis of potential environmental impacts 
later in the rulemaking process. Staff will prepare an environmental document for the 
Board to consider. 

C.  Program/Long Term Impacts 
These regulations will clarify that the transfer/processing of solid waste by 
conversion technology operations and facilities is regulated in the same manner as 
transfer/ processing operations and facilities. This should result in fair and consistent 
regulation of these sites. 

The Board's Permitting and Enforcement Division (P&E) may be impacted by these 
regulations in their role as enforcement agency and in oversight of local enforcement 
agencies. Staff anticipates the level of impact to Board programs will be minimal in 
the short-term as the number of conversion technology operations and facilities that 
will become operational in the near future is expected to be small. Long-term 
impacts are more difficult to determine since the success of these types of facilities 
can not be forecasted with any degree of accuracy. 

D.  Stakeholder Impacts 
Staff is not aware of any conversion technology operation or facility currently 
operating that would be affected by these regulations. These regulations may affect 
proposed conversion technology operations and facilities in the future by requiring 
operators to comply with enforcement agency notification requirements, obtain 
conversion technology facility permits and comply with State minimum standards. 
However, a conversion technology operation or facility may be subject to regulation 
as a transfer/processing operation or facility even if these regulations are not adopted. 

E.  Fiscal Impacts 
These regulations may have a financial impact on operators of conversion technology 
facilities. This depends on whether or not they would have been regulated already 
under the existing transfer/processing regulations. Fiscal impacts to operators may 
include the cost of complying with State minimum standards, enforcement agency 
notification requirements, and conversion technology facility permit requirements. 

F.  Legal Issues 
Staff is not aware of any legal issues in addition to those already discussed above. 

G.  Environmental Justice 
The conversion technology regulations would apply equally and uniformly to all 
parties throughout the State of California regardless of income, population density, 
race, or ethnic origin. 

H.  2001 Strategic Plan 
Implementation of the proposed regulations directly relates to the following goal, 
objective, and strategy of the Board's Strategic Plan: 

Page 30 (Revised)-13 

Board Meeting Agenda Item-30 (Revised) 
August 16-17, 2005  
 

Page 30 (Revised)-13 

 
B. Environmental Issues 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review is required for these 
regulations.  Board staff will conduct an analysis of potential environmental impacts 
later in the rulemaking process.  Staff will prepare an environmental document for the 
Board to consider. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
These regulations will clarify that the transfer/processing of solid waste by 
conversion technology operations and facilities is regulated in the same manner as 
transfer/ processing operations and facilities.  This should result in fair and consistent 
regulation of these sites. 
 
The Board’s Permitting and Enforcement Division (P&E) may be impacted by these 
regulations in their role as enforcement agency and in oversight of local enforcement 
agencies.  Staff anticipates the level of impact to Board programs will be minimal in 
the short-term as the number of conversion technology operations and facilities that 
will become operational in the near future is expected to be small.  Long-term 
impacts are more difficult to determine since the success of these types of facilities 
can not be forecasted with any degree of accuracy. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Staff is not aware of any conversion technology operation or facility currently 
operating that would be affected by these regulations.  These regulations may affect 
proposed conversion technology operations and facilities in the future by requiring 
operators to comply with enforcement agency notification requirements, obtain 
conversion technology facility permits and comply with State minimum standards.  
However, a conversion technology operation or facility may be subject to regulation 
as a transfer/processing operation or facility even if these regulations are not adopted. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
These regulations may have a financial impact on operators of conversion technology 
facilities.  This depends on whether or not they would have been regulated already 
under the existing transfer/processing regulations.  Fiscal impacts to operators may 
include the cost of complying with State minimum standards, enforcement agency 
notification requirements, and conversion technology facility permit requirements. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
Staff is not aware of any legal issues in addition to those already discussed above. 

 

G. Environmental Justice 
The conversion technology regulations would apply equally and uniformly to all 
parties throughout the State of California regardless of income, population density, 
race, or ethnic origin. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
Implementation of the proposed regulations directly relates to the following goal, 
objective, and strategy of the Board’s Strategic Plan: 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-30 (Revised) 
August 16-17, 2005 

VI.  

VII.  

VIII. STAFF 

IX.  

1. 

Goal 4. Manage and mitigate the impacts of solid waste on public health and safety 
and the environment and promote integrated and consistent permitting, inspection, 
and enforcement efforts. 

• Objective 1. Through consistent and effective enforcement or other appropriate 
measures, ensure compliance with federal and State waste management laws and 
regulations. 

0 Strategy A. Develop and implement a plan to review regulations and 
begin research to develop or change regulations that will achieve 
protection of public health, and safety and the environment while 
providing a balance that does not impede the expansion of a statewide 
capacity to divert materials from disposal at landfills. 

FUNDING INFORMATION 
N/A 

ATTACHMENTS 
Proposed Conversion Technology Regulatory Requirements as Amendments to 
Existing Chapter 3 Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal, 
Article 6.0. Transfer/Processing Operations and Facilities Regulatory Requirements. 

RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Brian Larimore Phone: (916) 341-6579 
B. Legal Staff: Elliot Block Phone: (916) 341-6080 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 

A. Support 
Based on comments received during the formal rulemaking process, the following 
people and organizations have indicated potential support of the proposed regulations: 
Mark Murray and Scott Smithline, Californian's Against Waste (CAW). 

B. Opposition 
Based on comments received during the formal rulemaking process, the following 
people and organizations have indicated their opposition to the proposed regulations: 
Senator David Roberti, BioEnergy Producers Association; Greg Shipley, Waste To 
Energy; Michael Theroux, Theroux Environmental; Yvette Agredano, SWANA, 
California Chapters; Gary Liss, Gary Liss & Associates; Mike Mohajer, Los Angeles 
County Integrated Waste Management Task Force; Steve Shaffer, California 
Department of Food and Agriculture; Antoinette "Toni" Stein, Independent 
Researcher; Monica Wilson, Global Alliance for Incinerator Alternatives and 
Northern California Recycling Association; Evan Edgar, California Resource 
Recovery Association; Bill Magavern, Sierra Club; and Wilson Nolan, Liberty 
Energy. 
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Chapter 3. Minimum Standards for Solid 
Waste Handling and Disposal 

Article 6.0. Transfer/Processing Operations and Facilities Regulatory 
Requirements. 
17400. Authority and Scope. 
(a) Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3, and 6.35 set forth permitting requirements and minimum 
operating standards for operations and facilities that receive, store, handle, recover, 
transfer, or process solid waste which are subject to the requirements of these Articles. The 
regulatory tier requirements of sections 17403 through 17403.9 are not applicable to 
operations and facilities that are subject to regulations elsewhere in this Chapter, including 
but not limited to, Article 5.6 (commencing at section 17360); and in Chapter 3.1 
(commencing with section 17850). Activities placed within the excluded tier in other parts of 
this Division, may still be subject to these regulatory requirements. 
(b) These Articles are adopted pursuant to and for the purpose of implementing the 
California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (Act) commencing with section 40000 
of the Public Resources Code, as amended. These regulations should be read together with 
the Act. 
(c) These Articles implement those provisions of the Act relating to receipt, storage, 
handling, recovery, transfer, or processing of solid waste. Nothing in these Articles limits or 
restricts the power of any federal, state, or local agency to enforce any provision of law that 
it is authorized or required to enforce or administer, nor to limit or restrict cities and 
counties from promulgating laws which are as strict or stricter than the regulations 
contained in these Articles. However, no city or county may promulgate laws that are 
inconsistent with the provisions of these Articles. 
(d) No provision in these Articles shall be construed as relieving any owner, operator, or 
designee from obtaining all required permits, licenses, or other clearances and complying 
with all orders, laws, regulations, reports, or other requirements of other regulatory or 
enforcement agencies, including but not limited to, local health agencies, regional water 
quality control boards, Department of Toxic Substances Control, California Department of 
Industrial Relations, Division of Occupational Safety and Health, air quality management 
districts or air pollution control districts, local land use authorities, and fire authorities. 
(e) No provision in these Articles is intended to require the owner or operator of an 
operation to comply with the Enforcement Agency Notification requirements, or the owner 
or operator of a facility to obtain a tiered permit in accordance with Title 27, Division 2, 
Subdivision 1, Chapter 4, Subchapter 3, Articles 2.0, 3.0 and 3.1 of the California Code of 
Regulations (commencing with section 21570) et seq. and Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, 
Article 3.0, (commencing with section 18100); if that owner or operator already has a valid 
full solid waste facility permit and, that permit authorizes the transfer/processing operation 
or facility. 
(f) Notwithstanding subsection (a) of this section, if a Chipping and Grinding Operation or 
Facility, as defined in section 17852(k) of this Division, handles material that fails to meet 
the definition of green material due to contamination as set forth in section 17852(u) of this 
Division, the operation or facility: 

(1) shall be subject to these regulatory requirements, 
(2) shall not be considered to be a recycling center as set forth in subsections 
(c) or (d) of section 17402.5, and 
(3) shall not qualify as an excluded operation as set forth in section 17403.1. 

Note: 
Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
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Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17401. Repealed. 

17402. Definitions. 
(a) For the purposes of these Articles: 

(1) "Anaerobic Digestion" means biological decomposition of organic materials in the 
absence of oxygen. This process may yield a number of products such as methane 
and alternative daily cover. 
(2) "Catalytic Cracking" means a chemical process used by a conversion technology 
operation or facility in which plastic is depolymerized through the use of catalysts to 
produce components of diesel fuel, fuel oils, and gasoline. 
(4-) f 3) "Contact Water" means water that has come in contact with waste 
and may include leachate. 
(4) Conversion Technology" means the processing, through noncombustion 
thermal, chemical, or biological processes, other than composting, of solid 
waste, including, but not limited to organic materials such as paper, yard 
trimmings, wood wastes, agricultural wastes, and plastics. A conversion 
technology facility produces products, including, but not limited to, electricity, 
alternative fuels, chemicals, or other products that meet quality standards for 
use in the marketplace. "Conversion Technology" includes, but is not limited 
to, catalytic cracking, distillation, gasification, hydrolysis, and pyrolysis. 
"Conversion Technology" does not include anaerobic digestion, biomass 
conversion, composting (aerobic or anaerobic) or incineration. 
(5) "Conversion Technology Research Operation" means an operation that 
uses a conversion technology, is operated for the purpose of gathering 
research information on the technology, and that receives no more than 15 
tons of material per day. 
(-2-) (6) "Covered Container" means a container that is covered to prevent the 
migration of litter from the container, excessive infiltration of precipitation, 
odor and leachate production, and to prevent access by animals and people; 
thereby controlling litter, scavenging, and illegal dumping of prohibited 
wastes. Covers may include, but are not limited to, tarpaulins or similar 
materials. 
(-3-) (7) "Direct Transfer Facility" means a transfer facility that receives equal 
to or more than 60 cubic yards or 15 tons (whichever is greater) of solid 
waste per operating day but less than 150 tons of solid waste and meets all of 
the following requirements: 

(A) is located on the premises of a duly licensed solid waste 
hauling operator; 
(B) only handles solid waste that has been placed within 
covered containers or vehicles prior to entering the facility and 
that is transported in vehicles owned or leased by that same 
operator; 
(C) the facility does not handle, separate, or otherwise process 
the solid waste; 
(D) no waste is stored at the facility for more than any 8-hour 
period; 
(E) solid waste is transferred only once and directly from one 
covered container or vehicle to another covered container or 
vehicle so that the waste is never put on the ground or outside 
the confines of a container or vehicle, before, during, or after 
transfer. Direct transfer would not include top loading trailers 
where the solid waste actually leaves the confines of the 
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Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17401. Repealed. 
 
17402. Definitions. 
(a) For the purposes of these Articles: 

(1) “Anaerobic Digestion” means biological decomposition of organic materials in the 
absence of oxygen. This process may yield a number of products such as methane 
and alternative daily cover. 
(2) “Catalytic Cracking” means a chemical process used by a conversion technology 
operation or facility in which plastic is depolymerized through the use of catalysts to 
produce components of diesel fuel, fuel oils, and gasoline. 
(1)  (3) "Contact Water" means water that has come in contact with waste 
and may include leachate. 
(4) Conversion Technology” means the processing, through noncombustion 
thermal, chemical, or biological processes, other than composting, of solid 
waste, including, but not limited to organic materials such as paper, yard 
trimmings, wood wastes, agricultural wastes, and plastics.  A conversion 
technology facility produces products, including, but not limited to, electricity, 
alternative fuels, chemicals, or other products that meet quality standards for 
use in the marketplace.  “Conversion Technology” includes, but is not limited 
to, catalytic cracking, distillation, gasification, hydrolysis, and pyrolysis.  
“Conversion Technology” does not include anaerobic digestion, biomass 
conversion, composting (aerobic or anaerobic) or incineration. 
(5) “Conversion Technology Research Operation” means an operation that 
uses a conversion technology, is operated for the purpose of gathering 
research information on the technology, and that receives no more than 15 
tons of material per day.    
(2)  (6) "Covered Container" means a container that is covered to prevent the 
migration of litter from the container, excessive infiltration of precipitation, 
odor and leachate production, and to prevent access by animals and people; 
thereby controlling litter, scavenging, and illegal dumping of prohibited 
wastes. Covers may include, but are not limited to, tarpaulins or similar 
materials. 
(3) (7) "Direct Transfer Facility" means a transfer facility that receives equal 
to or more than 60 cubic yards or 15 tons (whichever is greater) of solid 
waste per operating day but less than 150 tons of solid waste and meets all of 
the following requirements: 

(A) is located on the premises of a duly licensed solid waste 
hauling operator;  
(B) only handles solid waste that has been placed within 
covered containers or vehicles prior to entering the facility and 
that is transported in vehicles owned or leased by that same 
operator; 
(C) the facility does not handle, separate, or otherwise process 
the solid waste;  
(D) no waste is stored at the facility for more than any 8-hour 
period;  
(E) solid waste is transferred only once and directly from one 
covered container or vehicle to another covered container or 
vehicle so that the waste is never put on the ground or outside 
the confines of a container or vehicle, before, during, or after 
transfer. Direct transfer would not include top loading trailers 
where the solid waste actually leaves the confines of the 
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collection vehicle and is suspended in air before falling into a 
transfer vehicle; 
(F) all of the contents of the original transferring container or 
vehicle must be emptied during a single transfer; and 
(G) any waste that may unintentionally fall outside of the 
containers or vehicles, is promptly cleaned up and replaced 
within the container or vehicle to which it was being 
transferred. 

(8) "Distillation" means a noncombustion thermal process used by a 
conversion technology facility to boil off constituents such as water 
and alcohol. For purposes of this Article, distillation does not include 
subsequent purification of products. 
(4) f 9) "DISC" means Department of Toxic Substances Control. 
(-5-) (10) "EA" means enforcement agency as defined in PRC section 40130. 
(6) (11) "Emergency Transfer/Processing Operation" means an operation that 
is established because there has been a proclamation of a state of emergency 
or local emergency, as provided in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 3, 
sections 17210.1 (j) and (k) and which meets all of the following 
requirements: 

(A) the operation handles only disaster debris and other 
wastes, in accordance with section 17210.1(d), during the 
disaster debris recovery phase; and 
(B) the location does not currently have a solid waste facility 
permit; 
(C) if the operation accepts, processes, or stores hazardous or 
household hazardous waste, then these activities must be in 
compliance with DTSC standards or standards of other 
appropriate authorities or agencies. 

(12) "Gasification" means a noncombustion thermal process used by a 
conversion technology facility to convert solid waste to a clean burning 
gas or fuel for purposes of generating electricity or producing 
chemicals or fuels, and that meets the definition of gasification in 
Public Resources Code section 40117. 
f-7-) (13) "Hazardous Wastes" means any waste which meets the definitions 
set forth in Title 22, section 66261.3, et seq. and is required to be managed. 
(14) "Hydrolysis" means a biological or chemical process used by a conversion 
technology facility in which acids and/or enzymes are used to convert cellulose and 
hemicellulose chains in solid waste into their component sugars or depolymerize 
plastic wastes into monomers. 
-(8.). (15) "Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility" means a facility that 
receives 100 tons or more of solid waste per operating day for the purpose of 
storing, handling or processing the waste prior to transferring the waste to 
another solid waste operation or facility. 

(A) In determining the tonnage of solid waste received by the 
facility, the following materials shall not be included: materials 
received by a recycling center located within the facility, and by 
beverage container recycling programs in accordance with 
Public Resources Code sections 14511.7, 14518, or 14520, if 
the recycling activities are separated from the solid waste 
handling activities by a defined physical barrier or where the 
activities are otherwise separated in a manner approved by the 
EA. 
(B) If the facility does not weigh the solid waste received, then 
the tonnage shall be determined by using a volumetric 
conversion factor where one cubic yard is equal to 500 pounds. 
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collection vehicle and is suspended in air before falling into a 
transfer vehicle; 
(F) all of the contents of the original transferring container or 
vehicle must be emptied during a single transfer; and 
(G) any waste that may unintentionally fall outside of the 
containers or vehicles, is promptly cleaned up and replaced 
within the container or vehicle to which it was being 
transferred. 

(8) “Distillation” means a noncombustion thermal process used by a 
conversion technology facility to boil off constituents such as water 
and alcohol.  For purposes of this Article, distillation does not include 
subsequent purification of products. 
(4)  (9) "DTSC" means Department of Toxic Substances Control. 
(5) (10) "EA" means enforcement agency as defined in PRC section 40130. 
(6) (11) "Emergency Transfer/Processing Operation" means an operation that 
is established because there has been a proclamation of a state of emergency 
or local emergency, as provided in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 3, 
sections 17210.1 (j) and (k) and which meets all of the following 
requirements: 

(A) the operation handles only disaster debris and other 
wastes, in accordance with section 17210.1(d), during the 
disaster debris recovery phase; and 
(B) the location does not currently have a solid waste facility 
permit; 
(C) if the operation accepts, processes, or stores hazardous or 
household hazardous waste, then these activities must be in 
compliance with DTSC standards or standards of other 
appropriate authorities or agencies. 

(12) “Gasification” means a noncombustion thermal process used by a 
conversion technology facility to convert solid waste to a clean burning 
gas or fuel for purposes of generating electricity or producing 
chemicals or fuels, and that meets the definition of gasification in 
Public Resources Code section 40117. 
(7) (13) "Hazardous Wastes" means any waste which meets the definitions 
set forth in Title 22, section 66261.3, et seq. and is required to be managed. 
(14) “Hydrolysis” means a biological or chemical process used by a conversion 
technology facility in which acids and/or enzymes are used to convert cellulose and 
hemicellulose chains in solid waste into their component sugars or depolymerize 
plastic wastes into monomers. 
 (8) (15) "Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility" means a facility that 
receives 100 tons or more of solid waste per operating day for the purpose of 
storing, handling or processing the waste prior to transferring the waste to 
another solid waste operation or facility. 

(A) In determining the tonnage of solid waste received by the 
facility, the following materials shall not be included: materials 
received by a recycling center located within the facility, and by 
beverage container recycling programs in accordance with 
Public Resources Code sections 14511.7, 14518, or 14520, if 
the recycling activities are separated from the solid waste 
handling activities by a defined physical barrier or where the 
activities are otherwise separated in a manner approved by the 
EA. 
(B) If the facility does not weigh the solid waste received, then 
the tonnage shall be determined by using a volumetric 
conversion factor where one cubic yard is equal to 500 pounds. 
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The EA shall approve an alternate conversion factor if the 
operator demonstrates that it is more accurate than the 
required conversion factor. 

(16) "Limited Volume Conversion Technology Operation" means an operation that 
receives less than 60 cubic yards, or 15 tons of solid waste per operating day 
(whichever is greater) for the purpose of placing directly into a conversion vessel for 
processing; or storing the waste prior to the on-site transfer of the waste into a 
conversion technology vessel and which does not conduct processing activities other 
than conversion technology, but may conduct limited salvaging activities and volume 
reduction by the operator. 
kg-) (17) "Limited Volume Transfer Operation" means an operation that 
receives less than 60 cubic yards, or 15 tons of solid waste per operating day 
for the purpose of storing the waste prior to transferring the waste to another 
solid waste operation or facility and which does not conduct processing 
activities, but may conduct limited salvaging activities and volume reduction 
by the operator. 

(A) In determining the tonnage of solid waste received by the 
operation, the following materials shall not be included: 
materials received by a recycling center located within the 
operation, and by beverage container recycling programs in 
accordance with Public Resources Code sections 14511.7, 
14518, or 14520, if the recycling activities are separated from 
the solid waste handling activities by a defined physical barrier 
or where the activities are otherwise separated in a manner 
approved by the EA. 
(B) If the operation does not weigh the solid waste received, 
then the tonnage shall be determined by using a volumetric 
conversion factor where one cubic yard is equal to 500 pounds. 
The EA shall approve an alternate conversion factor if the 
operator demonstrates that it is more accurate than the 
required conversion factor. 

(10) (18) "Litter" means all solid waste which has been improperly discarded 
or which has migrated by wind or equipment away from the operations area. 
Litter includes, but is not limited to, convenience food, beverage, and other 
product packages or containers constructed of steel, aluminum, glass, paper, 
plastic, and other natural and synthetic materials, thrown or deposited on the 
lands and waters of the state. 
(11 ) "Medium Volume Transfer/Processing Facility" means a facility that 
receives equal to or more than 60 cubic yards or 15 tons (whichever is 
greater) of solid waste per operating day but less than 100 tons of solid 
waste, for the purpose of storing or handling the waste prior to transferring 
the waste to another solid waste operation or facility; or a facility that 
receives any amount of solid waste, up to 100 tons per operating day, for the 
purpose of processing solid waste prior to transferring the waste to another 
solid waste operation or facility. 

(A) In determining the tonnage of solid waste received by the 
facility, the following materials shall not be included: materials 
received by a recycling center located within the facility, and by 
beverage container recycling programs in accordance with 
Public Resources Code sections 14511.7, 14518, or 14520, if 
the recycling activities are separated from the solid waste 
handling activities by a defined physical barrier or where the 
activities are otherwise separated in a manner approved by the 
EA. 
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The EA shall approve an alternate conversion factor if the 
operator demonstrates that it is more accurate than the 
required conversion factor. 

(16) “Limited Volume Conversion Technology Operation” means an operation that 
receives less than 60 cubic yards, or 15 tons of solid waste per operating day 
(whichever is greater) for the purpose of placing directly into a conversion vessel for 
processing; or storing the waste prior to the on-site transfer of the waste into a 
conversion technology vessel and which does not conduct processing activities other 
than conversion technology, but may conduct limited salvaging activities and volume 
reduction by the operator. 
(9) (17) "Limited Volume Transfer Operation" means an operation that 
receives less than 60 cubic yards, or 15 tons of solid waste per operating day 
for the purpose of storing the waste prior to transferring the waste to another 
solid waste operation or facility and which does not conduct processing 
activities, but may conduct limited salvaging activities and volume reduction 
by the operator. 

(A) In determining the tonnage of solid waste received by the 
operation, the following materials shall not be included: 
materials received by a recycling center located within the 
operation, and by beverage container recycling programs in 
accordance with Public Resources Code sections 14511.7, 
14518, or 14520, if the recycling activities are separated from 
the solid waste handling activities by a defined physical barrier 
or where the activities are otherwise separated in a manner 
approved by the EA. 
(B) If the operation does not weigh the solid waste received, 
then the tonnage shall be determined by using a volumetric 
conversion factor where one cubic yard is equal to 500 pounds. 
The EA shall approve an alternate conversion factor if the 
operator demonstrates that it is more accurate than the 
required conversion factor. 

(10) (18) "Litter" means all solid waste which has been improperly discarded 
or which has migrated by wind or equipment away from the operations area. 
Litter includes, but is not limited to, convenience food, beverage, and other 
product packages or containers constructed of steel, aluminum, glass, paper, 
plastic, and other natural and synthetic materials, thrown or deposited on the 
lands and waters of the state. 
(119) "Medium Volume Transfer/Processing Facility" means a facility that 
receives equal to or more than 60 cubic yards or 15 tons (whichever is 
greater) of solid waste per operating day but less than 100 tons of solid 
waste, for the purpose of storing or handling the waste prior to transferring 
the waste to another solid waste operation or facility; or a facility that 
receives any amount of solid waste, up to 100 tons per operating day, for the 
purpose of processing solid waste prior to transferring the waste to another 
solid waste operation or facility. 

(A) In determining the tonnage of solid waste received by the 
facility, the following materials shall not be included: materials 
received by a recycling center located within the facility, and by 
beverage container recycling programs in accordance with 
Public Resources Code sections 14511.7, 14518, or 14520, if 
the recycling activities are separated from the solid waste 
handling activities by a defined physical barrier or where the 
activities are otherwise separated in a manner approved by the 
EA. 
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(B) If the facility does not weigh the solid waste received, then 
the tonnage shall be determined by using a volumetric 
conversion factor where one cubic yard is equal to 500 pounds. 
The EA shall approve an alternate conversion factor if the 
operator demonstrates that it is more accurate than the 
required conversion factor. 

(20) "Noncombustion Thermal Process" means the use of a thermal 
process, other than combustion, on materials to yield products, 
including, but not limited to, electricity, alternative fuels, chemicals, or 
other products that meet quality standards for use in the marketplace. 
"Noncombustion Thermal Process" includes, but is not limited to, 
distillation, gasification, and pyrolysis. 
(12) (21) "Nuisance" includes anything which: 

(A) is injurious to human health or is indecent or offensive to 
the senses and interferes with the comfortable enjoyment of life 
or property, and 
(B) affects at the same time an entire community, 
neighborhood or any considerable number of persons. The 
extent of annoyance or damage inflicted upon an individual 
may be unequal. 

(13) (22) "On-site" means located within the boundary of the operation or 
facility. 
(14) (23) "Open burning" means the combustion of solid waste without: 

(A) control of combustion air to maintain adequate temperature 
for efficient combustion, 
(B) containment of the combustion reaction in an enclosed 
device to provide sufficient residence time and mixing for 
complete combustion, and 
(C) control of the emission of the combustion products. 

(15) (24) "Operating day" means the hours of operation as set forth in the 
application, Enforcement Agency Notification and/or permit not exceeding 24 
hours. 
(16) (25) "Operating Record" means an easily accessible collection of records 
of an operation's or facility's activities and compliance with required state 
minimum standards under Title 14. The Record may include the Facility Plan 
or Transfer/Processing Report for facilities, and shall contain but is not limited 
to containing: agency approvals, tonnage and load checking records, facility 
contacts and training history. The record may be reviewed by state and local 
authorities and shall be available during normal business hours. If records are 
too voluminous to place in the main operating record or if the integrity of the 
records could be compromised by on-site storage, such as exposure to 
weather, they may be maintained at an alternative site, as long as that site is 
easily accessible to the EA. 
(17) (26) "Operations Area" means: 

(A) the following areas within the boundary of an operation or 
facility as described in the permit application or Enforcement 
Agency Notification: 

(i) equipment management area, including 
cleaning, maintenance, and storage areas; and 
(ii) material and/or solid waste management 
area, including unloading, handling, transfer, 
processing, and storage areas. 

(B) the boundary of the operations area is the same as the 
permitted boundary but may or may not be the same as the 
property boundary. 
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(B) If the facility does not weigh the solid waste received, then 
the tonnage shall be determined by using a volumetric 
conversion factor where one cubic yard is equal to 500 pounds. 
The EA shall approve an alternate conversion factor if the 
operator demonstrates that it is more accurate than the 
required conversion factor. 

(20) “Noncombustion Thermal Process” means the use of a thermal 
process, other than combustion, on materials to yield products, 
including, but not limited to, electricity, alternative fuels, chemicals, or 
other products that meet quality standards for use in the marketplace.  
“Noncombustion Thermal Process” includes, but is not limited to, 
distillation, gasification, and pyrolysis. 
(12) (21) "Nuisance" includes anything which: 

(A) is injurious to human health or is indecent or offensive to 
the senses and interferes with the comfortable enjoyment of life 
or property, and 
(B) affects at the same time an entire community, 
neighborhood or any considerable number of persons. The 
extent of annoyance or damage inflicted upon an individual 
may be unequal. 

(13) (22) "On-site" means located within the boundary of the operation or 
facility. 
(14) (23) "Open burning" means the combustion of solid waste without: 

(A) control of combustion air to maintain adequate temperature 
for efficient combustion, 
(B) containment of the combustion reaction in an enclosed 
device to provide sufficient residence time and mixing for 
complete combustion, and 
(C) control of the emission of the combustion products. 

(15) (24) "Operating day" means the hours of operation as set forth in the 
application, Enforcement Agency Notification and/or permit not exceeding 24 
hours. 
(16) (25) "Operating Record" means an easily accessible collection of records 
of an operation's or facility's activities and compliance with required state 
minimum standards under Title 14. The Record may include the Facility Plan 
or Transfer/Processing Report for facilities, and shall contain but is not limited 
to containing: agency approvals, tonnage and load checking records, facility 
contacts and training history. The record may be reviewed by state and local 
authorities and shall be available during normal business hours. If records are 
too voluminous to place in the main operating record or if the integrity of the 
records could be compromised by on-site storage, such as exposure to 
weather, they may be maintained at an alternative site, as long as that site is 
easily accessible to the EA. 
(17) (26) "Operations Area" means: 

(A) the following areas within the boundary of an operation or 
facility as described in the permit application or Enforcement 
Agency Notification:  

(i) equipment management area, including 
cleaning, maintenance, and storage areas; and  
(ii) material and/or solid waste management 
area, including unloading, handling, transfer, 
processing, and storage areas. 

(B) the boundary of the operations area is the same as the 
permitted boundary but may or may not be the same as the 
property boundary. 
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(18) (27) "Operator" means the owner, or other person who through a lease, 
franchise agreement or other arrangement with the owner, that is listed in 
the permit application or Enforcement Agency Notification, is legally 
responsible for all of the following: 

(A) complying with regulatory requirements set forth in these 
Articles; 
(B) complying with all applicable federal, state and local 
requirements; 
(C) the design, construction, and physical operation of the 
operations area; 
(D) controlling the activities at an operation or facility as listed 
on the permit application or Enforcement Agency Notification. 

(19) (28) "Owner" means the person or persons who own, in whole or in part, 
an operation or facility, and/or the land on which it is located. 
(20) (29) "Processing" means the controlled separation, recovery, volume 
reduction, conversion, or recycling of solid waste including, but not limited to, 
organized, manual, automated, or mechanical sorting, the use of vehicles for 
spreading of waste for the purpose of recovery, and/or includes the use of 
conveyor belts, sorting lines or volume reduction equipment. Recycling Center 
is more specifically defined in section 17402.5 (d) of this Article. 
(21) (30) "Putrescible Wastes" include wastes that are capable of being 
decomposed by micro-organisms with sufficient rapidity as to cause nuisances 
because of odors, vectors, gases or other offensive conditions, and include 
materials such as, but not limited to food wastes, offal and dead animals. The 
EA shall determine on a case-by-case basis whether or not a site is handling 
putrescible wastes. 
(31) "Pyrolysis" means a noncombustion thermal process used by a conversion 
technology facility in which solid waste is degraded through the use of elevated 
temperatures in the absence of oxygen. 
(22) (32) "Regulated Hazardous Waste" means a hazardous waste, as defined 
in section 66260.10 of Division 4.5 of Title 22. 
(23) (33) "RWQCB" means the Regional Water Quality Control Board. 
(24) (34) "Salvaging" means the controlled separation of solid waste material 
which do not require further processing, for reuse or recycling prior to 
transfer activities. 
(25) (35) "Scavenging" means the uncontrolled and/or unauthorized removal 
of solid waste materials. 
(26) (36) "Sealed Container Transfer Operation" means a transfer operation 
that meets the following requirements: 

(A) handles only solid waste that has previously been placed 
within containers that have either a latched, hard top or other 
impermeable cover which is closed tightly enough to: 

(1) prevent liquid from infiltrating 
into or leaking out of the container; 
and 
(2) prevent the propagation and 
migration of vectors; and, 

(i) the solid waste 
remains within the 
unopened containers 
at all times while on- 
site; and, 
(ii) the containers 
are not stored on- 
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(18) (27) "Operator" means the owner, or other person who through a lease, 
franchise agreement or other arrangement with the owner, that is listed in 
the permit application or Enforcement Agency Notification, is legally 
responsible for all of the following: 

(A) complying with regulatory requirements set forth in these 
Articles; 
(B) complying with all applicable federal, state and local 
requirements; 
(C) the design, construction, and physical operation of the 
operations area; 
(D) controlling the activities at an operation or facility as listed 
on the permit application or Enforcement Agency Notification. 

(19) (28) "Owner" means the person or persons who own, in whole or in part, 
an operation or facility, and/or the land on which it is located. 
(20) (29) "Processing" means the controlled separation, recovery, volume 
reduction, conversion, or recycling of solid waste including, but not limited to, 
organized, manual, automated, or mechanical sorting, the use of vehicles for 
spreading of waste for the purpose of recovery, and/or includes the use of 
conveyor belts, sorting lines or volume reduction equipment. Recycling Center 
is more specifically defined in section 17402.5 (d) of this Article. 
(21) (30) "Putrescible Wastes" include wastes that are capable of being 
decomposed by micro-organisms with sufficient rapidity as to cause nuisances 
because of odors, vectors, gases or other offensive conditions, and include 
materials such as, but not limited to food wastes, offal and dead animals. The 
EA shall determine on a case-by-case basis whether or not a site is handling 
putrescible wastes. 
(31) “Pyrolysis” means a noncombustion thermal process used by a conversion 
technology facility in which solid waste is degraded through the use of elevated 
temperatures in the absence of oxygen. 
(22) (32) "Regulated Hazardous Waste" means a hazardous waste, as defined 
in section 66260.10 of Division 4.5 of Title 22. 
(23) (33) "RWQCB" means the Regional Water Quality Control Board. 
(24) (34) "Salvaging" means the controlled separation of solid waste material 
which do not require further processing, for reuse or recycling prior to 
transfer activities. 
(25) (35) "Scavenging" means the uncontrolled and/or unauthorized removal 
of solid waste materials. 
(26) (36) "Sealed Container Transfer Operation" means a transfer operation 
that meets the following requirements: 

(A) handles only solid waste that has previously been placed 
within containers that have either a latched, hard top or other 
impermeable cover which is closed tightly enough to: 

(1) prevent liquid from infiltrating 
into or leaking out of the container; 
and 
(2) prevent the propagation and 
migration of vectors; and, 

(i) the solid waste 
remains within the 
unopened containers 
at all times while on-
site; and, 
(ii) the containers 
are not stored on-
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site for more than 96 
hours. 
Sealed container 
transfer operations 
do not include 
operations excluded 
by Public Resources 
Code section 
40200(b)(3). 

(27) (37) "Special Waste" includes but is not limited to: 
(A) waste requiring special collection, treatment, handling, 
storage, or transfer techniques as defined in Title 22, section 
66260.10. 
(B) waste tires and appliances requiring CFC removal. 

(28) (38) "Spotter" means an employee who conducts activities that include, 
but are not limited to, traffic control, hazardous waste recognition and 
removal for proper handling, storage and transport or disposal, and protection 
of the public from health and/or safety hazards. 
(29) (39) "Store" means to stockpile or accumulate for later use. 
(30) (40) "Transfer/Processing Facility" or "Facility" includes: 

(A) those activities governed by the Registration Permit tier or 
Full Solid Waste Facility Permit requirements (as specified in 
sections 17403.6 and 17403.7); and, 
(B) which: 

1. receive, handle, separate, convert or otherwise 
process materials in solid waste; and/or 
2. transfer solid waste directly from one 
container to another or from one vehicle to 
another for transport; and/or 
3. store solid waste; and/or 
4. uses a conversion technology to process solid 
waste. 

(C) The receipt of separated for reuse material pursuant to 
Public Resources Code, Division 12.1, Chapter 2, sections 
14511.7, 14518, or 14520, located within a solid waste facility 
does not constitute solid waste handling, or processing, if there 
is a defined physical barrier to separate recycling activities 
defined in Public Resources Code, Division 12.1, Chapter 2, 
sections 14511.7, 14518, or 14520, from the solid waste 
activities, or where the recycling and solid waste activities are 
considered by the EA as separate operations. 
(D) "Transfer/Processing Facilities" do not include activities 
specifically defined in section 17402.5(c) of this Article, and 
operations and facilities that are subject to regulations in 
Chapter 3.1 (commencing with section 17850). 

(31) (41) "Transfer/Processing Operation" or "Operation" includes: 
(A) those activities governed by the EA Notification tier 
requirements; and, 
(B) which: 

1. receive, handle, separate, convert or otherwise 
process materials in solid waste; and/or 
2. transfer solid waste directly from one 
container to another or from one vehicle to 
another for transport; and/or 
3. store solid waste; 
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site for more than 96 
hours. 
Sealed container 
transfer operations 
do not include 
operations excluded 
by Public Resources 
Code section 
40200(b)(3). 

(27) (37) "Special Waste" includes but is not limited to: 
(A) waste requiring special collection, treatment, handling, 
storage, or transfer techniques as defined in Title 22, section 
66260.10. 
(B) waste tires and appliances requiring CFC removal. 

(28) (38) "Spotter" means an employee who conducts activities that include, 
but are not limited to, traffic control, hazardous waste recognition and 
removal for proper handling, storage and transport or disposal, and protection 
of the public from health and/or safety hazards. 
(29) (39) "Store" means to stockpile or accumulate for later use.  
(30) (40) "Transfer/Processing Facility" or "Facility" includes: 

(A) those activities governed by the Registration Permit tier or 
Full Solid Waste Facility Permit requirements (as specified in 
sections 17403.6 and 17403.7); and, 
(B) which: 

1. receive, handle, separate, convert or otherwise 
process materials in solid waste; and/or 
2. transfer solid waste directly from one 
container to another or from one vehicle to 
another for transport; and/or 
3. store solid waste; and/or 
4. uses a conversion technology to process solid 
waste. 

(C) The receipt of separated for reuse material pursuant to 
Public Resources Code, Division 12.1, Chapter 2, sections 
14511.7, 14518, or 14520, located within a solid waste facility 
does not constitute solid waste handling, or processing, if there 
is a defined physical barrier to separate recycling activities 
defined in Public Resources Code, Division 12.1, Chapter 2, 
sections 14511.7, 14518, or 14520, from the solid waste 
activities, or where the recycling and solid waste activities are 
considered by the EA as separate operations. 
(D) "Transfer/Processing Facilities" do not include activities 
specifically defined in section 17402.5(c) of this Article, and 
operations and facilities that are subject to regulations in 
Chapter 3.1 (commencing with section 17850). 

(31) (41) "Transfer/Processing Operation" or "Operation" includes: 
(A) those activities governed by the EA Notification tier 
requirements; and, 
(B) which: 

1. receive, handle, separate, convert or otherwise 
process materials in solid waste; and/or 
2. transfer solid waste directly from one 
container to another or from one vehicle to 
another for transport; and/or 
3. store solid waste; 
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(C) The receipt of separated for reuse material pursuant to 
Public Resources Code, Division 12.1, Chapter 2, sections 
14511.7, 14518, or 14520, located within a solid waste 
operation does not constitute solid waste handling, or 
processing, if there is a defined physical barrier to separate 
recycling activities defined in Public Resources Code, Division 
12.1, Chapter 2, sections 14511.7, 14518, or 14520, from the 
solid waste activities, or where the recycling and solid waste 
activities are considered by the EA as separate operations. 
(D) "Transfer/Processing Operations" do not include activities 
specifically defined in section 17402.5(c) of this Article, and 
operations and facilities that are subject to regulations in 
Chapter 3.1 (commencing with section 17850). 

(32) (42) "Volume Reduction" means techniques such as: compaction, 
shredding, and baling. 
(33) (43) "Waste Hauling Yard Operation" is an operation that meets the 
following requirements: 

(A) is located on the premises of a duly licensed solid waste 
hauling operator, who receives, stores, or transfers waste as an 
activity incidental to the conduct of a refuse collection and 
disposal business, and; 
(B) handles only solid waste that has been placed within a 
covered container before the container arrives at the waste 
hauling yard, and; 
(C) no more than 90 cubic yards of waste is stored on-site in 
covered containers at any time, and; 
(D) the solid waste remains within the original covered 
containers while on-site at any times, and; 
(E) the covered containers are not stored on-site for more than 
any 72 hour period; 
(F) if the EA has information that the operation does not meet 
these requirements, the burden of proof shall be on the owner 
or operator to demonstrate that the requirements are being 
met. 

Note: 
Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17402.5. Definitions and Related Provisions Regarding Activities That Are Not 
Subject to the Transfer/Processing Regulatory Requirements. 
(a) This section sets forth definitions and related provisions regarding activities that are 
subject to the requirements of Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this Chapter. 

(1) Activities that are not in compliance with the applicable definitions and 
related provisions of this section shall be subject to the requirements of 

not 

Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this Chapter. 
(2) The definitions and related provisions of this section are for use only to 
determine the applicability of Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this 
Chapter. 

(b) The following general definitions may apply to one or more of the activities that are 
more specifically defined in subdivisions (c) and (d) of this section. 

(1) "Residual" means the solid waste destined for disposal, further 
transfer/processing as defined in section 17402(a)(30) (40) or (31) of 
this Article, or transformation which remains after processing has taken place 
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(C) The receipt of separated for reuse material pursuant to 
Public Resources Code, Division 12.1, Chapter 2, sections 
14511.7, 14518, or 14520, located within a solid waste 
operation does not constitute solid waste handling, or 
processing, if there is a defined physical barrier to separate 
recycling activities defined in Public Resources Code, Division 
12.1, Chapter 2, sections 14511.7, 14518, or 14520, from the 
solid waste activities, or where the recycling and solid waste 
activities are considered by the EA as separate operations. 
(D) "Transfer/Processing Operations" do not include activities 
specifically defined in section 17402.5(c) of this Article, and 
operations and facilities that are subject to regulations in 
Chapter 3.1 (commencing with section 17850). 

(32) (42) "Volume Reduction" means techniques such as: compaction, 
shredding, and baling. 
(33) (43) "Waste Hauling Yard Operation" is an operation that meets the 
following requirements: 

(A) is located on the premises of a duly licensed solid waste 
hauling operator, who receives, stores, or transfers waste as an 
activity incidental to the conduct of a refuse collection and 
disposal business, and; 
(B) handles only solid waste that has been placed within a 
covered container before the container arrives at the waste 
hauling yard, and; 
(C) no more than 90 cubic yards of waste is stored on-site in 
covered containers at any time, and; 
(D) the solid waste remains within the original covered 
containers while on-site at any times, and; 
(E) the covered containers are not stored on-site for more than 
any 72 hour period; 
(F) if the EA has information that the operation does not meet 
these requirements, the burden of proof shall be on the owner 
or operator to demonstrate that the requirements are being 
met. 

Note:  
Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
  

17402.5. Definitions and Related Provisions Regarding Activities That Are Not 
Subject to the Transfer/Processing Regulatory Requirements. 
(a) This section sets forth definitions and related provisions regarding activities that are not 
subject to the requirements of Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this Chapter. 

(1) Activities that are not in compliance with the applicable definitions and 
related provisions of this section shall be subject to the requirements of 
Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this Chapter. 
(2) The definitions and related provisions of this section are for use only to 
determine the applicability of Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this 
Chapter. 

(b) The following general definitions may apply to one or more of the activities that are 
more specifically defined in subdivisions (c) and (d) of this section. 

(1) "Residual" means the solid waste destined for disposal, further 
transfer/processing as defined in section 17402(a)(30) (40) or (31) (41) of 
this Article, or transformation which remains after processing has taken place 
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and is calculated in percent as the weight of residual divided by the total 
incoming weight of materials. 
(2) "Reuse" means the use, in the same, or similar, form as it was produced, 
of a material which might otherwise be discarded. 
(3) "Separated for Reuse" means materials, including commingled 
recyclables, that have been separated or kept separate from the solid waste 
stream for the purpose of additional sorting or processing those materials for 
recycling or reuse in order to return them to the economic mainstream in the 
form of raw material for new, reused, or reconstituted products which meet 
the quality standards necessary to be used in the marketplace, and includes 
materials that have been "source separated". 
(4) "Source Separated" means materials, including commingled recyclables, 
that have been separated or kept separate from the solid waste stream, at 
the point of generation, for the purpose of additional sorting or processing 
those materials for recycling or reuse in order to return them to the economic 
mainstream in the form of raw material for new, reused, or reconstituted 
products which meet the quality standards necessary to be used in the 
marketplace. 

(c) Activities included in one of the following definitions are not subject to the requirements 
of Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this Chapter, provided that these activities do not 
include the acceptance of solid waste which has not been separated for reuse. If an activity 
defined in this section is accepting solid waste which has not been separated for reuse, it 
must meet the requirements of subdivision (d) of this section or else it shall be subject to 
the requirements of Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this Chapter. 

(1) "Auto Dismantler" means a person or business entity engaged in the 
business of buying, selling, or dealing in vehicles including nonrepairable 
vehicles, for the purpose of dismantling the vehicles, buying or selling the 
integral parts and component materials thereof, in whole or in part, or dealing 
in used motor vehicle parts pursuant to California Vehicle Code, section 220. 
(2) "Auto Shredder" or "Metal Shredder" means a person or business entity 
that accepts scrap metal, typically automobiles and white goods, and 
mechanically rends that scrap metal into fist sized bits and pieces and 
separates the ferrous metals, nonferrous metals and other materials for the 
purpose of recycling. 
(3) "Buy Back Center" means a person or business entity engaging in those 
activities defined in Public Resources Code Sections 14518, or 14520. 
(4) "Drop-off Center" means a person or business entity engaging in those 
activities defined in Public Resources Code Section 14511.7. 
(5) "Manufacturer" means a person or business entity that uses new or separated for 
reuse materials as a raw material in making a finished product that is distinct from 
those raw materials. If the manufacturer is using a conversion technology, then it 
will still need to meet the requirements of subdivision (d) of this section. 

(6) "Regional Produce Distribution Center" means a distribution center that 
receives unsold produce (sometimes referred to as "pre-consumer") back 
from stores to which it originally sent the produce, for the purpose of 
transferring this produce to a compost operation or facility, or to a beneficial 
use. A regional produce distribution center would not include a site where 
produce is processed. 
(7) "Rendering Plant" means a person or business entity where dead animals 
or any part or portion thereof, vegetable oils, or packing house refuse, are 
processed for the purpose of obtaining the hide, skin, grease residue, or any 
other byproduct whatsoever. 
(8) "Reuse Salvage Operation" means a person or business entity which 
sterilizes, dismantles, rebuilds, or renovates, nonputrescible separated-for- 

Page 9 Noticed Version — October 15, 2004 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 30 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 1 

 
Page 9  Noticed Version – October 15, 2004 

and is calculated in percent as the weight of residual divided by the total 
incoming weight of materials. 
(2) "Reuse" means the use, in the same, or similar, form as it was produced, 
of a material which might otherwise be discarded. 
(3) "Separated for Reuse" means materials, including commingled 
recyclables, that have been separated or kept separate from the solid waste 
stream for the purpose of additional sorting or processing those materials for 
recycling or reuse in order to return them to the economic mainstream in the 
form of raw material for new, reused, or reconstituted products which meet 
the quality standards necessary to be used in the marketplace, and includes 
materials that have been "source separated". 
(4) "Source Separated" means materials, including commingled recyclables, 
that have been separated or kept separate from the solid waste stream, at 
the point of generation, for the purpose of additional sorting or processing 
those materials for recycling or reuse in order to return them to the economic 
mainstream in the form of raw material for new, reused, or reconstituted 
products which meet the quality standards necessary to be used in the 
marketplace. 

(c) Activities included in one of the following definitions are not subject to the requirements 
of Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this Chapter, provided that these activities do not 
include the acceptance of solid waste which has not been separated for reuse. If an activity 
defined in this section is accepting solid waste which has not been separated for reuse, it 
must meet the requirements of subdivision (d) of this section or else it shall be subject to 
the requirements of Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this Chapter. 

(1) "Auto Dismantler" means a person or business entity engaged in the 
business of buying, selling, or dealing in vehicles including nonrepairable 
vehicles, for the purpose of dismantling the vehicles, buying or selling the 
integral parts and component materials thereof, in whole or in part, or dealing 
in used motor vehicle parts pursuant to California Vehicle Code, section 220. 
(2) "Auto Shredder" or "Metal Shredder" means a person or business entity 
that accepts scrap metal, typically automobiles and white goods, and 
mechanically rends that scrap metal into fist sized bits and pieces and 
separates the ferrous metals, nonferrous metals and other materials for the 
purpose of recycling. 
(3) "Buy Back Center" means a person or business entity engaging in those 
activities defined in Public Resources Code Sections 14518, or 14520. 
(4) "Drop-off Center" means a person or business entity engaging in those 
activities defined in Public Resources Code Section 14511.7. 
(5) "Manufacturer" means a person or business entity that uses new or separated for 
reuse materials as a raw material in making a finished product that is distinct from 
those raw materials.  If the manufacturer is using a conversion technology, then it 
will still need to meet the requirements of subdivision (d) of this section. 
 
(6) "Regional Produce Distribution Center" means a distribution center that 
receives unsold produce (sometimes referred to as "pre-consumer") back 
from stores to which it originally sent the produce, for the purpose of 
transferring this produce to a compost operation or facility, or to a beneficial 
use. A regional produce distribution center would not include a site where 
produce is processed. 
(7) "Rendering Plant" means a person or business entity where dead animals 
or any part or portion thereof, vegetable oils, or packing house refuse, are 
processed for the purpose of obtaining the hide, skin, grease residue, or any 
other byproduct whatsoever. 
(8) "Reuse Salvage Operation" means a person or business entity which 
sterilizes, dismantles, rebuilds, or renovates, nonputrescible separated-for-
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reuse materials, and that recovers for recycling or reuse distinct material 
types that have not been commingled with other materials before they enter 
the waste stream. Examples of this activity include, but are not limited to, 
wire choppers, and dismantlers of furniture and mattresses, and "brown 
goods" such as computer equipment, VCRs, and televisions. 
(9) "Scrap Metal Recyclers and Dealers" means a person or business entity 
including all employees of the person or business entity, (except automotive 
recyclers and auto shredders as defined in this section), whose primary 
business is the purchasing; processing by shredding, shearing, baling, and 
torching; trading, bartering or otherwise receiving secondhand or castoff 
metal material which includes ferrous metals, nonferrous metals, aluminum 
scrap, auto bodies, major appliances and other metals, including containers 
that are regulated pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 14511.7, 
14518 or 14520. 
(10) "Wire Chopper" means a person or business entity which uses source 
separated metal components or wire for the purpose of recycling or reuse. 
(11) "Wood, Paper or Wood Product Manufacturer" means a person or 
business entity that uses separated for reuse paper or woody materials in 
order to produce a finished product able to be used as is, or to manufacture 
another product such as, boxes or boards, without further processing. 

(d) A "Recycling Center" means a person or business entity that meets the requirements of 
this subdivision. A recycling center shall not be subject to the requirements of Articles 6.0, 
6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this Chapter. 

(1) A recycling center shall only receive material that has been separated for 
reuse prior to receipt. 
(2) The residual amount of solid waste in the separated for reuse material 
shall be less than 10% of the amount of separated for reuse material received 
by weight. 

(A) The residual amount is calculated by measuring the 
outgoing tonnage after separated for reuse materials have been 
removed. 
(B) The residual amount is calculated on a monthly basis based 
on the number of operating days. 

(3) The amount of putrescible wastes in the separated for reuse material shall 
be less than 1% of the amount of separated for reuse material received by 
weight, and the putrescible wastes in the separated for reuse material shall 
not cause a nuisance, as determined by the EA. 

(A) The amount of putrescible wastes is calculated in percent as 
the weight of putrescible wastes divided by the total incoming 
weight of separated for reuse material. 
(B) The amount of putrescible wastes is calculated on a 
monthly basis based on the number of operating days. 

(4) The only separation that may occur at the recycling center is the sorting 
of materials that have been separated for reuse prior to receipt. 
(5) The recycling center may include an adjustment in the calculation to 
include the weight of water in the residual, when the use of water is essential 
to the sorting or processing of the material, provided that such an adjustment 
is also made in the weight of materials received for processing. 
(6) The following materials shall not be included in calculating residual as set 
forth in subdivision (d)(2) of this section, if the recycling activities are 
separated from the material handling activities noted below by a defined 
physical barrier or where the activities are otherwise separated in a manner 
that the EA determines will keep the materials from being commingled: 

(A) materials received at an on-site Buy Back Center; 
(B) materials received at an on-site Drop-off Center; 
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reuse materials, and that recovers for recycling or reuse distinct material 
types that have not been commingled with other materials before they enter 
the waste stream. Examples of this activity include, but are not limited to, 
wire choppers, and dismantlers of furniture and mattresses, and "brown 
goods" such as computer equipment, VCRs, and televisions. 
(9) "Scrap Metal Recyclers and Dealers" means a person or business entity 
including all employees of the person or business entity, (except automotive 
recyclers and auto shredders as defined in this section), whose primary 
business is the purchasing; processing by shredding, shearing, baling, and 
torching; trading, bartering or otherwise receiving secondhand or castoff 
metal material which includes ferrous metals, nonferrous metals, aluminum 
scrap, auto bodies, major appliances and other metals, including containers 
that are regulated pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 14511.7, 
14518 or 14520. 
(10) "Wire Chopper" means a person or business entity which uses source 
separated metal components or wire for the purpose of recycling or reuse.  
(11) "Wood, Paper or Wood Product Manufacturer" means a person or 
business entity that uses separated for reuse paper or woody materials in 
order to produce a finished product able to be used as is, or to manufacture 
another product such as, boxes or boards, without further processing. 

(d) A "Recycling Center" means a person or business entity that meets the requirements of 
this subdivision. A recycling center shall not be subject to the requirements of Articles 6.0, 
6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35 of this Chapter. 

(1) A recycling center shall only receive material that has been separated for 
reuse prior to receipt.  
(2) The residual amount of solid waste in the separated for reuse material 
shall be less than 10% of the amount of separated for reuse material received 
by weight. 

(A) The residual amount is calculated by measuring the 
outgoing tonnage after separated for reuse materials have been 
removed. 
(B) The residual amount is calculated on a monthly basis based 
on the number of operating days. 

(3) The amount of putrescible wastes in the separated for reuse material shall 
be less than 1% of the amount of separated for reuse material received by 
weight, and the putrescible wastes in the separated for reuse material shall 
not cause a nuisance, as determined by the EA. 

(A) The amount of putrescible wastes is calculated in percent as 
the weight of putrescible wastes divided by the total incoming 
weight of separated for reuse material. 
(B) The amount of putrescible wastes is calculated on a 
monthly basis based on the number of operating days. 

(4) The only separation that may occur at the recycling center is the sorting 
of materials that have been separated for reuse prior to receipt. 
(5) The recycling center may include an adjustment in the calculation to 
include the weight of water in the residual, when the use of water is essential 
to the sorting or processing of the material, provided that such an adjustment 
is also made in the weight of materials received for processing. 
(6) The following materials shall not be included in calculating residual as set 
forth in subdivision (d)(2) of this section, if the recycling activities are 
separated from the material handling activities noted below by a defined 
physical barrier or where the activities are otherwise separated in a manner 
that the EA determines will keep the materials from being commingled: 

(A) materials received at an on-site Buy Back Center; 
(B) materials received at an on-site Drop-off Center; 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 30 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 1 

(C) cannery waste; 
(D) construction and demolition materials; 
(E) nonhazardous contaminated soil; 
(F) grease-trap pumpings; 
(G) nonhazardous asbestos; 
(H) nonhazardous ash;> 
(I) compost and compost feedstock; 
(3) sewage sludge; 
(K) tires. 

(7) If the EA has information that material that is being received is not 
separated for reuse or source separated, that the residual is 10% or more of 
the total per month, or that the amount of putrescible wastes is 1% or more 
of the total per month, the burden of proof shall be on the owner or operator 
to demonstrate otherwise. 

(A) A business that accepts loads of material that are not 
separated for reuse or source separated does not qualify as a 
recycling center. 
(B) If the EA has reason to believe that a business is accepting 
material that is not separated for reuse or source separated 
due to averaging or combining of those loads with other loads 
of separated for reuse material, the burden of proof will be on 
the business to demonstrate that it is not accepting loads of 
mixed solid waste. 
(C) If the EA has reason to believe that a business is accepting 
material that is not separated for reuse or source separated 
due to the separation of portions of the material at consecutive 
sites, each of which removes less than 10% residual, the 
burden of proof will be on the business to demonstrate that it is 
not accepting loads of mixed solid waste. 
(D) If the EA determines that a business has exhibited a 
pattern and practice of failing to comply with the provisions of 
this subsection, the EA may issue a Notice and Order requiring 
the business to obtain a Registration Permit or Full Permit or 
comply with the Enforcement Agency Notification requirements 
as made applicable in sections 17403 through 17403.7 of this 
Article. 
(E) At the time that the EA requires a recycling center to 
provide evidence that it is in compliance with this subdivision, 
the EA shall provide the recycling center with a written 
description of the information that has caused the EA to believe 
that the recycling center is not in compliance. Nothing in this 
requirement is intended to require the EA to identify the name 
or other identifying information regarding any individual(s) who 
have complained about the recycling center. 
(F) Nothing in this section precludes the enforcement agency or 
the board from the following: inspecting a business to verify 
that it is conducted in a manner that meets the provisions of 
this subsection; or, from taking any appropriate enforcement 
action, including the use of a Notice and Order as provided in 
Section 18304. 

(8) Operations which do not meet the 10% residual percentage in subdivision 
(d)(2) of this section but which qualify as a Limited Volume Transfer 
Operation, shall comply with the requirements of section 17403.3 within one 
month of March 5, 1999. 
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(C) cannery waste; 
(D) construction and demolition materials; 
(E) nonhazardous contaminated soil; 
(F) grease-trap pumpings; 
(G) nonhazardous asbestos; 
(H) nonhazardous ash;> 
(I) compost and compost feedstock; 
(J) sewage sludge; 
(K) tires. 

(7) If the EA has information that material that is being received is not 
separated for reuse or source separated, that the residual is 10% or more of 
the total per month, or that the amount of putrescible wastes is 1% or more 
of the total per month, the burden of proof shall be on the owner or operator 
to demonstrate otherwise.  

(A) A business that accepts loads of material that are not 
separated for reuse or source separated does not qualify as a 
recycling center. 
(B) If the EA has reason to believe that a business is accepting 
material that is not separated for reuse or source separated 
due to averaging or combining of those loads with other loads 
of separated for reuse material, the burden of proof will be on 
the business to demonstrate that it is not accepting loads of 
mixed solid waste. 
(C) If the EA has reason to believe that a business is accepting 
material that is not separated for reuse or source separated 
due to the separation of portions of the material at consecutive 
sites, each of which removes less than 10% residual, the 
burden of proof will be on the business to demonstrate that it is 
not accepting loads of mixed solid waste. 
(D) If the EA determines that a business has exhibited a 
pattern and practice of failing to comply with the provisions of 
this subsection, the EA may issue a Notice and Order requiring 
the business to obtain a Registration Permit or Full Permit or 
comply with the Enforcement Agency Notification requirements 
as made applicable in sections 17403 through 17403.7 of this 
Article. 
(E) At the time that the EA requires a recycling center to 
provide evidence that it is in compliance with this subdivision, 
the EA shall provide the recycling center with a written 
description of the information that has caused the EA to believe 
that the recycling center is not in compliance. Nothing in this 
requirement is intended to require the EA to identify the name 
or other identifying information regarding any individual(s) who 
have complained about the recycling center. 
(F) Nothing in this section precludes the enforcement agency or 
the board from the following: inspecting a business to verify 
that it is conducted in a manner that meets the provisions of 
this subsection; or, from taking any appropriate enforcement 
action, including the use of a Notice and Order as provided in 
Section 18304. 

(8) Operations which do not meet the 10% residual percentage in subdivision 
(d)(2) of this section but which qualify as a Limited Volume Transfer 
Operation, shall comply with the requirements of section 17403.3 within one 
month of March 5, 1999. 
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(9) recycling center operators may voluntarily report their residual percentage 
to the EA and the CIWMB using form CIWMB 607 (located in Appendix A). 
(10) If the EA determines that a person or business entity purporting to 
operate a recycling center is not in compliance with this subsection and issues 
an enforcement order, that person or business entity may appeal that order in 
accordance with Public Resources Code section 44307. 

(e) If a Chipping and Grinding Operation or Facility, as defined in section 17852(k) of this 
Division, handles material that fails to meet the definition of green material due to 
contamination as set forth in section 17852(u) of this Division, the operation or facility shall 
not be considered to be a recycling center as set forth in subsections (c) or (d) of section 
17402.5 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17403.0. Regulatory Tiers Requirements for Transfer/Processing Operations and 
Facilities. 
Sections 17403.1 through 17403.7 set forth the regulatory tier requirements (Title 14, 
Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0, commencing with section 18100 or Title 27, Division 2, 
Subdivision 1, Chapter 4, Subchapter 3, Articles 2, 3 and 3.1 of the California Code of 
Regulations (commencing with section 21570) that apply to specified types of 
transfer/processing operations and facilities. These requirements are summarized in Table 
1. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
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(9) recycling center operators may voluntarily report their residual percentage 
to the EA and the CIWMB using form CIWMB 607 (located in Appendix A). 
(10) If the EA determines that a person or business entity purporting to 
operate a recycling center is not in compliance with this subsection and issues 
an enforcement order, that person or business entity may appeal that order in 
accordance with Public Resources Code section 44307. 

(e) If a Chipping and Grinding Operation or Facility, as defined in section 17852(k) of this 
Division, handles material that fails to meet the definition of green material due to 
contamination as set forth in section 17852(u) of this Division, the operation or facility shall 
not be considered to be a recycling center as set forth in subsections (c) or (d) of section 
17402.5 
Note:  

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17403.0. Regulatory Tiers Requirements for Transfer/Processing Operations and 
Facilities. 
Sections 17403.1 through 17403.7 set forth the regulatory tier requirements (Title 14, 
Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0, commencing with section 18100 or Title 27, Division 2, 
Subdivision 1, Chapter 4, Subchapter 3, Articles 2, 3 and 3.1 of the California Code of 
Regulations (commencing with section 21570) that apply to specified types of 
transfer/processing operations and facilities. These requirements are summarized in Table 
1. 
Note:  

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
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Table 1 
Transfer/Processing Operations and Facilities 

Placement into the Regulatory Tiers 

Not Subject to Excluded Tier Enforcement Registration Full Solid Waste 
Articles 6.0, 6.1, 

6.2, 
6.3 and 6.35 

Agency 
Notification Tier 

I Permit Tier Facility Permit 

• Anaerobic •Locations •Emergency •Medium Volume •Large Volume 

Digestion Section where <15 Transfer/Processing Transfer/Processing Transfer/Processing 

17402(a)(4) cubic yards of Operations Section Facility Section Facility Section 

•Auto Dismantler combined 17403.5 17403.6 17403.7 

Section container •Sealed Container •Direct Transfer 

17402.5(c)(1) volume is Transfer Facility Section 

•Auto Shredder 

Operations Section 

provided to 
serve as multi- 
residence 

Operations Section 
17403.2 

17403.4 

17402.5(c)(2) receptacles for •Limited Volume 

• Biomass residential Transfer 

Conversion Section refuse at the Operations Section 

17402(a)(4) place of 17403.3(a) 

•Buy Back Centers 
generation. • Limited Volume 

Conversion Section 
Section 
17402.5(c)(3) 

17403.1(a)(1) 

•Locations 
Technology 
Operation Section 

• Composting where <15 17403.3(b) 
Section cubic yards of • Conversion 
17402(a)(4) combined Technology 
•Drop-off Centers container Research Operation 
Section 
17402.5(c)(4) 

•Manufacturers 

volume is 
handled for 
recycling.  

Section 17403.75 

Section 
Section 
17402.5(c)(5) 

17403.1(a)(2) 

•Recycling Centers 

Section 17402.5(d) 

•Rendering Plants 

Section 
17402.5(c){4}121 

'Storage 
 

receptacle at
the place of 
generation for 
waste from 
multi-
residential 
buildings or for 
commercial  
solid wastes. 
Section  
17403.1(a)(3) 

 

•Reuse Salvage 

Operations 
(includes furniture 
and mattress 
dismantlers and 
demanufacturers) 
Section 
17402.5(c){-7}al 

•Containers 

used to store 
construction or 
demolition  
wastes at the 

 
place of  
generation. 

•Scrap Metal 

Recyclers and 
Dealers Section 
17402.5(c)f8)19) 
_ 
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Table 1 
Transfer/Processing Operations and Facilities 

Placement into the Regulatory Tiers 
   

Not Subject to 
Articles 6.0, 6.1, 

6.2, 
6.3 and 6.35 

Excluded Tier Enforcement 
Agency 

Notification Tier 

Registration 
Permit Tier 

Full Solid Waste 
Facility Permit 

• Anaerobic 
Digestion Section 
17402(a)(4) 
•Auto Dismantler 
Section 
17402.5(c)(1)  
•Auto Shredder 
Operations Section 
17402.5(c)(2) 
• Biomass 
Conversion Section 
17402(a)(4) 
•Buy Back Centers 
Section 
17402.5(c)(3) 
• Composting 
Section 
17402(a)(4) 
•Drop-off Centers 
Section 
17402.5(c)(4) 
•Manufacturers 
Section 
17402.5(c)(5) 
•Recycling Centers 
Section 17402.5(d) 
•Rendering Plants 
Section 
17402.5(c)(6)(7) 
•Reuse Salvage 
Operations 
(includes furniture 
and mattress 
dismantlers and 
demanufacturers) 
Section 
17402.5(c)(7)(8) 
•Scrap Metal 
Recyclers and 
Dealers Section 
17402.5(c)(8)(9) 

•Locations 
where <15 
cubic yards of 
combined 
container 
volume is 
provided to 
serve as multi-
residence 
receptacles for 
residential 
refuse at the 
place of 
generation. 
Section 
17403.1(a)(1)  
•Locations 
where <15 
cubic yards of 
combined 
container 
volume is 
handled for 
recycling. 
Section 
17403.1(a)(2) 
•Storage 
receptacle at 
the place of 
generation for 
waste from 
multi-
residential 
buildings or for 
commercial 
solid wastes. 
Section 
17403.1(a)(3) 
•Containers 
used to store 
construction or 
demolition 
wastes at the 
place of 
generation. 

•Emergency 
Transfer/Processing 
Operations Section 
17403.5  
•Sealed Container 
Transfer 
Operations Section 
17403.2 
•Limited Volume 
Transfer 
Operations Section 
17403.3(a) 
• Limited Volume 
Conversion 
Technology 
Operation Section 
17403.3(b) 
• Conversion 
Technology 
Research Operation 
Section 17403.75 

•Medium Volume 
Transfer/Processing 
Facility Section 
17403.6  
•Direct Transfer 
Facility Section 
17403.4 

•Large Volume 
Transfer/Processing 
Facility Section 
17403.7  
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•Wire Choppers Section 

Section 17403(a)(4) 

17402.5(c)(-9}(10) •Containers 

used to store 
salvaged  
materials.  

• Wood, Paper, or 

Wood Product 
Manufacturer 
Section Section  
17402.5(c)(10)(11) 17403.1(a)(5) 

•Waste Hauling 

Yard 
Operations. 
Section 
17403.1(a)(6) 

•Storage of 

Other Wastes. 
Section 
17403(1)(a)(7) 

• Conversion 

Technology in 
Closed 
Environment 
<15 yds3  
Section 
17403.1(a)(8) 

• Conversion 

Technology 
Processes Only 
Tires 
Section 
17403.1(a)(10) 

• Biodiesel 

Production 
Section 
17403.1(a)(11) 

• Biomass 
Conversion 
Section 
17403.1(a)(12) 

Note: There are no operations or facilities placed within the Standardized tier. 

17403.1. Excluded Operations. 
(a) The following operations do not constitute transfer operations or facilities for the 
purposes of these Articles and are not required to meet the requirements set forth herein: 

(1) Locations where 15 cubic yards or less of combined container volume is 
provided to serve as multi-residence receptacles for residential refuse and are 
located at the place of generation; or 
(2) Locations where 15 cubic yards or less of combined container volume of 
separated for reuse material is handled for recycling; or 
(3) Storage receptacles at the place of generation for waste from multi- 
residential buildings or for commercial solid wastes at the place of generation; 
or 
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•Wire Choppers 
Section 
17402.5(c)(9)(10) 
• Wood, Paper, or 
Wood Product 
Manufacturer 
Section 
17402.5(c)(10)(11) 

Section 
17403(a)(4) 
•Containers 
used to store 
salvaged 
materials. 
Section 
17403.1(a)(5) 
•Waste Hauling 
Yard 
Operations. 
Section 
17403.1(a)(6) 
•Storage of 
Other Wastes. 
Section 
17403(1)(a)(7) 
• Conversion 
Technology in 
Closed 
Environment 
<15 yds3  

Section 
17403.1(a)(8) 
• Conversion 
Technology 
Processes Only 
Tires 
Section 
17403.1(a)(10) 
• Biodiesel 
Production 
Section 
17403.1(a)(11) 
• Biomass 
Conversion 
Section 
17403.1(a)(12) 

Note: There are no operations or facilities placed within the Standardized tier. 
 
17403.1. Excluded Operations. 
(a) The following operations do not constitute transfer operations or facilities for the 
purposes of these Articles and are not required to meet the requirements set forth herein: 

(1) Locations where 15 cubic yards or less of combined container volume is 
provided to serve as multi-residence receptacles for residential refuse and are 
located at the place of generation; or 
(2) Locations where 15 cubic yards or less of combined container volume of 
separated for reuse material is handled for recycling; or 
(3) Storage receptacles at the place of generation for waste from multi-
residential buildings or for commercial solid wastes at the place of generation; 
or  
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(4) Containers used to store construction or demolition wastes at the place of 
generation; or 
(5) Containers used to store salvaged materials; or 
(6) Waste Hauling Yard Operations; or 
(7) Storage and handling of any of the following wastes: 

(A) Municipal solid waste removed from seagoing vessels that is 
quarantined in accordance with 7 Code of Federal Regulations 
section 330.400 and 9 Code of Federal Regulations section 
94.5; 
(B) Controlled substances confiscated by law enforcement 
agencies, including, but not limited to seized narcotics and 
other contraband; 
(C) Agricultural wastes with possible pest contamination; 
(D) Dead animals with possible infectious diseases; 
(E) U.S. Currency which must be destroyed; or 
(F) Confidential records destruction, including microfiche, and 
microfilm; 
(G) As determined by the EA, other discrete waste streams that 
are already subject to stricter handling requirements under 
Federal or State law. 

(8) Conversion technology operations conducted in a closed environment, such as a 
container or vessel with a total daily processing capacity of less than 15 cubic yards are 
excluded if the feedstock is stored on-site for less than 48 hours prior to placement into that 
closed environment. 
(9) An operation that processes coal or petroleum wastes through conversion technology is 
excluded. 
110) Conversion technology operations are excluded if no types of waste other than tires are 
accepted. Operations that store tires shall comply with the Waste Tire Storage and Disposal 
Standards, section 17350 et seq. 
(11) An operation that produces biodiesel is excluded. 
(12) Biomass conversion is excluded. 
(b) Nothing in this section precludes the EA from inspecting an excluded operation to verify 
that the operation is being conducted in a manner that qualifies it as an excluded operation 
or from taking any appropriate enforcement action. The burden of proof shall be on the 
owner or operator to demonstrate that the operations are excluded pursuant to this section. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Section 17403.2. Sealed Container Transfer Operations. 
All sealed container transfer operations subject to this Article shall comply with the 
Enforcement Agency Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, 
Article 3.0 of California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 18100). These 
operations shall be inspected by the EA, as necessary to verify compliance with minimum 
standards. Inspections shall be conducted quarterly, unless the EA determines a lesser 
frequency is necessary, but in no case shall the frequency be less than annual. The operator 
shall specify the operation's boundary area in the operating record. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
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(4) Containers used to store construction or demolition wastes at the place of 
generation; or  
(5) Containers used to store salvaged materials; or 
(6) Waste Hauling Yard Operations; or  
(7) Storage and handling of any of the following wastes: 

(A) Municipal solid waste removed from seagoing vessels that is 
quarantined in accordance with 7 Code of Federal Regulations 
section 330.400 and 9 Code of Federal Regulations section 
94.5; 
(B) Controlled substances confiscated by law enforcement 
agencies, including, but not limited to seized narcotics and 
other contraband;  
(C) Agricultural wastes with possible pest contamination; 
(D) Dead animals with possible infectious diseases; 
(E) U.S. Currency which must be destroyed; or 
(F) Confidential records destruction, including microfiche, and 
microfilm; 
(G) As determined by the EA, other discrete waste streams that 
are already subject to stricter handling requirements under 
Federal or State law. 

(8) Conversion technology operations conducted in a closed environment, such as a 
container or vessel with a total daily processing capacity of less than 15 cubic yards are 
excluded if the feedstock is stored on-site for less than 48 hours prior to placement into that 
closed environment. 
(9) An operation that processes coal or petroleum wastes through conversion technology is 
excluded. 
(10) Conversion technology operations are excluded if no types of waste other than tires are 
accepted.  Operations that store tires shall comply with the Waste Tire Storage and Disposal 
Standards, section 17350 et seq. 
(11) An operation that produces biodiesel is excluded. 
(12) Biomass conversion is excluded. 
(b) Nothing in this section precludes the EA from inspecting an excluded operation to verify 
that the operation is being conducted in a manner that qualifies it as an excluded operation 
or from taking any appropriate enforcement action. The burden of proof shall be on the 
owner or operator to demonstrate that the operations are excluded pursuant to this section.  
Note:  

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

Section 17403.2. Sealed Container Transfer Operations. 
All sealed container transfer operations subject to this Article shall comply with the 
Enforcement Agency Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, 
Article 3.0 of California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 18100). These 
operations shall be inspected by the EA, as necessary to verify compliance with minimum 
standards. Inspections shall be conducted quarterly, unless the EA determines a lesser 
frequency is necessary, but in no case shall the frequency be less than annual. The operator 
shall specify the operation's boundary area in the operating record. 
Note:  

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
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Section 17403.3. Limited Volume Transfer/Processing Operations. 
(a) All limited volume transfer operations subject to this Article shall comply with the 
Enforcement Agency Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, 
Article 3.0 of the California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 18100). These 
operations shall be inspected by the EA as necessary to verify compliance with minimum 
standards. Inspections shall be conducted quarterly, unless the EA determines a lesser 
frequency is necessary, but in no case shall the frequency be less than annual. The operator 
shall specify the operation's boundary area in the operating record. 
(b) All limited volume conversion technology operations subject to this Article shall comply 
with the Enforcement Agency Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, 
Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0 of the California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 
18100). These operations shall be inspected by the EA as necessary to verify compliance 
with minimum standards. Inspections shall be conducted quarterly, unless the EA 
determines a lesser frequency is necessary, but in no case shall the frequency be less than 
annual. The operator shall specify the operation's boundary area in the operating record. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Section 17403.4. Direct Transfer Facility. 
All direct transfer facilities subject to this Article shall comply with the Registration Permit 
requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0 of the California Code 
of Regulations (commencing with section 18104). These facilities shall be inspected monthly 
by the EA in accordance with PRC section 43218. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Section 17403.5. Emergency Transfer/Processing Operations. 
(a) All emergency transfer/processing operations shall comply with the Enforcement Agency 
Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0 of the 
California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 18100). These operations shall be 
inspected by the EA as necessary to verify compliance with minimum standards, but in no 
case shall the frequency be less than monthly. The operator shall specify the operation's 
boundary area in the operating record. 
(b) In addition, the emergency transfer/processing operations shall meet the following 
requirements: 

(1) the land owner has certified his/her knowledge of the proposed activity 
and agrees to ensure proper termination, and; 
(2) The operation shall not exist for a period of time greater than 120 days 
from the date that the Enforcement Agency Notification is received by the EA. 
Upon receipt of the reports required by section 17210.5, the operation may 
continue for an additional period as specified by the EA to assist in the 
recovery and clean-up as necessary from a state or local emergency. 

(c) The emergency transfer/processing operation shall cease operation should the EA 
determine that any of the following occurs: 

(1) the emergency transfer/processing operation is not being used exclusively 
to handle the state or local emergency; 
(2) the emergency transfer/processing operation is no longer necessary in 
accordance with section 17210.2 of this Division; 
(3) the use of the emergency transfer/processing operation will cause or 
contribute to a public health and safety or environmental problem; 
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Section 17403.3. Limited Volume Transfer/Processing Operations. 
(a) All limited volume transfer operations subject to this Article shall comply with the 
Enforcement Agency Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, 
Article 3.0 of the California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 18100). These 
operations shall be inspected by the EA as necessary to verify compliance with minimum 
standards. Inspections shall be conducted quarterly, unless the EA determines a lesser 
frequency is necessary, but in no case shall the frequency be less than annual. The operator 
shall specify the operation's boundary area in the operating record. 
(b) All limited volume conversion technology operations subject to this Article shall comply 
with the Enforcement Agency Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, 
Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0 of the California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 
18100).  These operations shall be inspected by the EA as necessary to verify compliance 
with minimum standards.  Inspections shall be conducted quarterly, unless the EA 
determines a lesser frequency is necessary, but in no case shall the frequency be less than 
annual.  The operator shall specify the operation’s boundary area in the operating record. 
Note:  

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

Section 17403.4. Direct Transfer Facility. 
All direct transfer facilities subject to this Article shall comply with the Registration Permit 
requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0 of the California Code 
of Regulations (commencing with section 18104). These facilities shall be inspected monthly 
by the EA in accordance with PRC section 43218. 
Note:  

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

Section 17403.5. Emergency Transfer/Processing Operations. 
(a) All emergency transfer/processing operations shall comply with the Enforcement Agency 
Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0 of the 
California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 18100). These operations shall be 
inspected by the EA as necessary to verify compliance with minimum standards, but in no 
case shall the frequency be less than monthly. The operator shall specify the operation's 
boundary area in the operating record. 
(b) In addition, the emergency transfer/processing operations shall meet the following 
requirements: 

(1) the land owner has certified his/her knowledge of the proposed activity 
and agrees to ensure proper termination, and; 
(2) The operation shall not exist for a period of time greater than 120 days 
from the date that the Enforcement Agency Notification is received by the EA. 
Upon receipt of the reports required by section 17210.5, the operation may 
continue for an additional period as specified by the EA to assist in the 
recovery and clean-up as necessary from a state or local emergency. 

(c) The emergency transfer/processing operation shall cease operation should the EA 
determine that any of the following occurs: 

(1) the emergency transfer/processing operation is not being used exclusively 
to handle the state or local emergency; 
(2) the emergency transfer/processing operation is no longer necessary in 
accordance with section 17210.2 of this Division; 
(3) the use of the emergency transfer/processing operation will cause or 
contribute to a public health and safety or environmental problem; 
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(4) the operator is not utilizing disaster debris diversion programs to the 
extent feasible. 

Note: 
Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Section 17403.6. Medium Volume Transfer/Processing Facilities. 
All medium volume transfer/processing facilities subject to this Article shall comply with the 
Registration Permit requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0 of 
the California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 18104). These facilities shall 
be inspected monthly by the EA in accordance with PRC section 43218. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Section 17403.7. Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facilities. 
All large volume transfer/processing facilities subject to Articles 6.0 through 6.35 shall 
obtain a Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit, in accordance with the procedures set forth in 
Title 27, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 4, Subchapter 3, Articles 2, 3, and 3.1 of the 
California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 21570). The Transfer/Processing 
Report required by section 18221.6 shall constitute the Report of Facility Information 
required by section 21570(f)(2) of Title 27. These facilities shall be inspected monthly by 
the EA in accordance with PRC section 43218. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17403.72. Permit Name. 

A full solid waste facility permit issued pursuant to this Article shall be entitled: "Conversion 
Technology Facility Permit." 

Section 17403.75. Conversion Technology Research Operations. 

(a) An operator conducting conversion technology research operations shall comply with 
the Enforcement Agency Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, 
Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0 (commencing with Section 18100) of the California Code of 
Regulations, except as otherwise provided by this Chapter. 

(b) The EA may limit the amount of material received by a conversion technology 
research operation to an amount less than 15 tons per day if the EA determines that 
based on operation characteristics and material type received a lower amount is 
necessary to protect public health, safety, and the environment. 

(c) In addition to the Enforcement Agency Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, 
Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0, Section 18103.1 (a)(3), the operator shall 
provide the EA with a description of the operation, including site boundary, research 
to be performed, research objectives, methodology/protocol to be employed, data to 
be gathered, analysis to be performed, how the requirements of this Article will be 
met, and the projected timeframe for completion of the research operation. 

(d) The Enforcement Agency Notification for a conversion technology research operation 
shall be reviewed after each two-year period of operation. Review criteria shall 
include the results and conclusions drawn from the research. 
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(4) the operator is not utilizing disaster debris diversion programs to the 
extent feasible. 

Note:  
Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

Section 17403.6. Medium Volume Transfer/Processing Facilities. 
All medium volume transfer/processing facilities subject to this Article shall comply with the 
Registration Permit requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0 of 
the California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 18104). These facilities shall 
be inspected monthly by the EA in accordance with PRC section 43218. 
Note:  

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
 

Section 17403.7. Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facilities. 
All large volume transfer/processing facilities subject to Articles 6.0 through 6.35 shall 
obtain a Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit, in accordance with the procedures set forth in 
Title 27, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 4, Subchapter 3, Articles 2, 3, and 3.1 of the 
California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 21570). The Transfer/Processing 
Report required by section 18221.6 shall constitute the Report of Facility Information 
required by section 21570(f)(2) of Title 27. These facilities shall be inspected monthly by 
the EA in accordance with PRC section 43218. 
Note:  

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

 
17403.72. Permit Name. 
 
A full solid waste facility permit issued pursuant to this Article shall be entitled: “Conversion 
Technology Facility Permit.” 
 
Section 17403.75. Conversion Technology Research Operations. 
 

(a) An operator conducting conversion technology research operations shall comply with 
the Enforcement Agency Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, Division 7, 
Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0 (commencing with Section 18100) of the California Code of 
Regulations, except as otherwise provided by this Chapter. 

(b)   The EA may limit the amount of material received by a conversion technology 
research operation to an amount less than 15 tons per day if the EA determines that 
based on operation characteristics and material type received a lower amount is 
necessary to protect public health, safety, and the environment.   

(c) In addition to the Enforcement Agency Notification requirements set forth in Title 14, 
Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0, Section 18103.1 (a)(3), the operator shall 
provide the EA with a description of the operation, including site boundary, research 
to be performed, research objectives, methodology/protocol to be employed, data to 
be gathered, analysis to be performed, how the requirements of this Article will be 
met, and the projected timeframe for completion of the research operation. 

(d) The Enforcement Agency Notification for a conversion technology research operation 
shall be reviewed after each two-year period of operation.  Review criteria shall 
include the results and conclusions drawn from the research. 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 30 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 1 

(e) Conversion technology research operations shall be inspected by the EA as necessary 
to verify compliance with minimum standards, but in no case shall the frequency be 
less than annually. 

Section 17403.8. Facility Plan. 
Each operator of a Medium Volume Transfer/Processing Facility, as defined in section 
17402(a)(11), or a Direct Transfer Facility, as defined in section 17402(a)(3), shall file with 
the EA a "Facility Plan" or "Plan" (as specified in section 18221.5). The information 
contained in the Plan shall be reviewed by the EA to determine whether it is complete and 
correct as defined in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0, section 18101. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Section 17403.9. Transfer/Processing Report. 
(a) Each operator of a Large Volume Transfer/Processing facility, as defined in section 
17402(a)(8), shall file with the EA a "Transfer/Processing Report" or "Report" (as specified 
in section 18221.6). The Transfer/Processing Report will be used in place of the Report of 
Station Information (RSI) after March 5, 1999. Any operator of an existing facility who 
submits an application package to the EA, pursuant to Title 27, section 21570, which 
proposes to change the facility's operations, or to change the solid waste facility permit shall 
do one of the following: 

(1) submit the updated information as an amendment to the existing RSI or 
in the form of the Transfer/Processing Report; or 
(2) submit a complete Transfer/Processing Report as described in section 
18221.6. 

(b) After March 5, 1999, any operator of a new facility that submits an application package 
to the EA pursuant to Title 27, section 21570, shall submit a complete Transfer/Processing 
Report pursuant to section 18221.6. 
(c) These requirements do not apply to those facilities which have filed an RSI and an 
application for a solid waste facility permit prior to March 5, 1999. In the event the EA 
determines the application package for the RSI first submitted prior to March 5, 1999 to be 
incomplete, additional information requested shall be submitted as part of the RSI and/or 
application for a solid waste facility permit, as appropriate. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Section 17405.0. Applicability of State Minimum Standards. 
(a) Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, and 6.3 of this Chapter set forth the minimum standards that 
apply to all transfer/processing operations and facilities, direct transfer facilities, sealed 
container operations, limited volume transfer operations, and emergency 
transfer/processing operations, except as noted in section 17400(a). 
(b) Article 6.35 of this Chapter sets forth additional minimum standards that will apply only 
to transfer/processing facilities. 
(c) Approvals, determinations and other requirements that the EA is authorized to make in 
Articles 6.0, 6.2, 6.3, and 6.35 shall be provided in writing by the EA to the operator. The 
operator shall place a copy of these approvals in addition to those records identified in 
sections 17414 and 17414.1 in the operating record. 
(d) Some of the standards contained in Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3, and 6.35 of this Chapter 
allow the EA to approve an alternative method of compliance with the standard. These 
provisions are not intended to allow the EA to change the particular standard, but are 
intended to allow the EA flexibility to approve, in advance, an alternative method of meeting 
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(e) Conversion technology research operations shall be inspected by the EA as necessary 
to verify compliance with minimum standards, but in no case shall the frequency be 
less than annually. 

 
Section 17403.8. Facility Plan. 
Each operator of a Medium Volume Transfer/Processing Facility, as defined in section 
17402(a)(11), or a Direct Transfer Facility, as defined in section 17402(a)(3), shall file with 
the EA a "Facility Plan" or "Plan" (as specified in section 18221.5). The information 
contained in the Plan shall be reviewed by the EA to determine whether it is complete and 
correct as defined in Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0, section 18101. 
Note:  

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

Section 17403.9. Transfer/Processing Report. 
(a) Each operator of a Large Volume Transfer/Processing facility, as defined in section 
17402(a)(8), shall file with the EA a "Transfer/Processing Report" or "Report" (as specified 
in section 18221.6). The Transfer/Processing Report will be used in place of the Report of 
Station Information (RSI) after March 5, 1999. Any operator of an existing facility who 
submits an application package to the EA, pursuant to Title 27, section 21570, which 
proposes to change the facility's operations, or to change the solid waste facility permit shall 
do one of the following: 

(1) submit the updated information as an amendment to the existing RSI or 
in the form of the Transfer/Processing Report; or 
(2) submit a complete Transfer/Processing Report as described in section 
18221.6. 

(b) After March 5, 1999, any operator of a new facility that submits an application package 
to the EA pursuant to Title 27, section 21570, shall submit a complete Transfer/Processing 
Report pursuant to section 18221.6. 
(c) These requirements do not apply to those facilities which have filed an RSI and an 
application for a solid waste facility permit prior to March 5, 1999. In the event the EA 
determines the application package for the RSI first submitted prior to March 5, 1999 to be 
incomplete, additional information requested shall be submitted as part of the RSI and/or 
application for a solid waste facility permit, as appropriate. 
Note:  

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

Section 17405.0. Applicability of State Minimum Standards. 
(a) Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, and 6.3 of this Chapter set forth the minimum standards that 
apply to all transfer/processing operations and facilities, direct transfer facilities, sealed 
container operations, limited volume transfer operations, and emergency 
transfer/processing operations, except as noted in section 17400(a). 
(b) Article 6.35 of this Chapter sets forth additional minimum standards that will apply only 
to transfer/processing facilities. 
(c) Approvals, determinations and other requirements that the EA is authorized to make in 
Articles 6.0, 6.2, 6.3, and 6.35 shall be provided in writing by the EA to the operator. The 
operator shall place a copy of these approvals in addition to those records identified in 
sections 17414 and 17414.1 in the operating record. 
(d) Some of the standards contained in Articles 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3, and 6.35 of this Chapter 
allow the EA to approve an alternative method of compliance with the standard. These 
provisions are not intended to allow the EA to change the particular standard, but are 
intended to allow the EA flexibility to approve, in advance, an alternative method of meeting 
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the existing standard. For facilities that require a full solid waste facility permit, the EA may 
choose to include the approved method as a term and condition of the solid waste facility 
permit, rather than in the manner authorized by subdivision (c) of this section. If the 
method is included in the solid waste facility permit, a change to the method may require a 
revision to the solid waste facility permit in accordance with the procedures set forth in Title 
27, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 4, Subchapter 3, Articles 2, 3, and 3.1 (commencing 
with section 21570). 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Article 6.1. Siting and Design 

17406.1. Siting On Landfills. 
(a) Operations and facilities or portions thereof, located atop fully or partially closed solid 
waste landfills shall meet postclosure land use requirements pursuant to Title 27, California 
Code of Regulations, section 21190. 
(b) Operations and facilities or portions thereof, located on intermediate cover on a solid 
waste landfill shall locate operations areas on foundation substrate that is stabilized, either 
by natural or mechanical compaction, to minimize differential settlement, ponding, soil 
liquefaction, or failure of pads or structural foundations. 
(c) Operations and facilities or portions thereof, located on intermediate cover on a solid 
waste landfill shall be operated in a manner not to interfere with the operations of the 
landfill or with the closure or postclosure maintenance of the landfill. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17406.2. General Design Requirements. 
(a) The design of a new operation or facility shall utilize expert advice, as appropriate, from 
persons competent in engineering, architecture, landscape design, traffic engineering, air 
quality control, and design of structures. 
(b) The design shall be based on appropriate data regarding the expected service area, 
anticipated nature and quantity of wastes to be received, climatological factors, physical 
settings, adjacent land use (existing and planned), types and number of vehicles anticipated 
to enter the operation or facility, adequate off-street parking facilities for transfer vehicles, 
drainage control, the hours of operation and other pertinent information. If the operation or 
facility is to be used by the general public, the design shall take account of safety features 
that may be needed to accommodate such public use. 
(c) The operation or facility shall be designed in such a manner as to restrict the unloading 
area to as small an area as practicable, provide adequate control of windblown material, 
minimize the propagation or attraction of flies, rodents or other vectors and the creation of 
nuisances by reason of solid wastes being handled at the operation. Other factors which 
shall be taken into consideration are: dust control, noise control, public safety, and other 
pertinent matters related to the protection of public health at the operation or facility. 
(d) In reviewing the design of a proposed operation or facility, the EA may require the 
applicant to describe how he or she has complied with applicable local and state 
requirements regarding odor control measures, personnel health and safety, and sanitary 
facilities. 
(e) Solid waste storage containers shall be durable, easily cleanable, designed for safe 
handling, and constructed to prevent loss of wastes from the container during storage. If 
such a container is used to store garbage, other wet or liquid producing wastes, or wastes 
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the existing standard. For facilities that require a full solid waste facility permit, the EA may 
choose to include the approved method as a term and condition of the solid waste facility 
permit, rather than in the manner authorized by subdivision (c) of this section. If the 
method is included in the solid waste facility permit, a change to the method may require a 
revision to the solid waste facility permit in accordance with the procedures set forth in Title 
27, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 4, Subchapter 3, Articles 2, 3, and 3.1 (commencing 
with section 21570). 
Note:  

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 
 

Article 6.1. Siting and Design 
 
17406.1. Siting On Landfills.  
(a) Operations and facilities or portions thereof, located atop fully or partially closed solid 
waste landfills shall meet postclosure land use requirements pursuant to Title 27, California 
Code of Regulations, section 21190. 
(b) Operations and facilities or portions thereof, located on intermediate cover on a solid 
waste landfill shall locate operations areas on foundation substrate that is stabilized, either 
by natural or mechanical compaction, to minimize differential settlement, ponding, soil 
liquefaction, or failure of pads or structural foundations. 
(c) Operations and facilities or portions thereof, located on intermediate cover on a solid 
waste landfill shall be operated in a manner not to interfere with the operations of the 
landfill or with the closure or postclosure maintenance of the landfill. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17406.2. General Design Requirements. 
(a) The design of a new operation or facility shall utilize expert advice, as appropriate, from 
persons competent in engineering, architecture, landscape design, traffic engineering, air 
quality control, and design of structures. 
(b) The design shall be based on appropriate data regarding the expected service area, 
anticipated nature and quantity of wastes to be received, climatological factors, physical 
settings, adjacent land use (existing and planned), types and number of vehicles anticipated 
to enter the operation or facility, adequate off-street parking facilities for transfer vehicles, 
drainage control, the hours of operation and other pertinent information. If the operation or 
facility is to be used by the general public, the design shall take account of safety features 
that may be needed to accommodate such public use. 
(c) The operation or facility shall be designed in such a manner as to restrict the unloading 
area to as small an area as practicable, provide adequate control of windblown material, 
minimize the propagation or attraction of flies, rodents or other vectors and the creation of 
nuisances by reason of solid wastes being handled at the operation. Other factors which 
shall be taken into consideration are: dust control, noise control, public safety, and other 
pertinent matters related to the protection of public health at the operation or facility. 
(d) In reviewing the design of a proposed operation or facility, the EA may require the 
applicant to describe how he or she has complied with applicable local and state 
requirements regarding odor control measures, personnel health and safety, and sanitary 
facilities. 
(e) Solid waste storage containers shall be durable, easily cleanable, designed for safe 
handling, and constructed to prevent loss of wastes from the container during storage. If 
such a container is used to store garbage, other wet or liquid producing wastes, or wastes 
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composed of fine particles, such container shall in all cases be non-absorbent and leak-
resistant. Unloading areas shall be easily cleanable, designed for safe handling, and 
constructed to prevent loss of wastes. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Article 6.2. Operating Standards. 

Section 17407.1. Burning Wastes and Open Burning. 
(a) If burning wastes are received at an operation or facility, they shall be separated from 
other wastes and deposited in a safe area, spread, and extinguished. A safe area is defined 
as being away from unloading, transfer, or processing areas, structures on adjacent 
properties and other fire hazard areas. 
(b) Open burning of solid waste, except for the infrequent burning of agricultural wastes, 
silvicultural wastes, landclearing debris, diseased trees, or debris from emergency clean-up 
operations, or any other wastes as approved by local regulatory agencies, approved by the 
EA, local air district, and local fire department, is prohibited at all operations and facilities. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17407.2. Cleaning. 
(a) Operations, facilities, and their equipment, boxes, bins, pits and other types of 
containers shall be cleaned using the following schedule, or at a lesser frequency approved 
by the EA, in order to prevent the propagation or attraction of flies, rodents, or other 
vectors: 

(1) all operations and facilities shall be cleaned each operating day of all loose 
materials and litter; 
(2) all operations or facilities that operate 24 hours per day must clean the 
operations or facilities at least once every 24 hours. 

(b) The entrance and exit shall be cleaned at a frequency which prevents the tracking or off-
site migration of waste materials. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17407.3. Drainage Control. 
(a) Drainage at all operations and facilities shall be controlled to: 

(1) minimize the creation of contact water; 
(2) prevent to the greatest extent possible given existing weather conditions, 
the uncontrolled off-site migration of contact water; 
(3) protect the integrity of roads and structures; 
(4) protect the public health; and 
(5) prevent safety hazards and interference with operations. 

Note: 
Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
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composed of fine particles, such container shall in all cases be non-absorbent and leak-
resistant. Unloading areas shall be easily cleanable, designed for safe handling, and 
constructed to prevent loss of wastes.  
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

  
 
Article 6.2. Operating Standards. 
 
Section 17407.1. Burning Wastes and Open Burning. 
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other wastes and deposited in a safe area, spread, and extinguished. A safe area is defined 
as being away from unloading, transfer, or processing areas, structures on adjacent 
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(b) Open burning of solid waste, except for the infrequent burning of agricultural wastes, 
silvicultural wastes, landclearing debris, diseased trees, or debris from emergency clean-up 
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Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
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17407.2. Cleaning. 
(a) Operations, facilities, and their equipment, boxes, bins, pits and other types of 
containers shall be cleaned using the following schedule, or at a lesser frequency approved 
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vectors: 
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materials and litter; 
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Note: 
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17407.4. Dust Control. 
(a) The operator shall take adequate measures to minimize the creation, emission, or 
accumulation of excessive dust and particulates, and prevent other safety hazards to the 
public caused by obscured visibility. The operator shall minimize the unnecessary handling 
of wastes during processing to prevent the creation of excessive dust. Measures to control 
dust include, but are not limited to: reduced processing, periodic sweeping and cleaning, 
misting systems or ventilation control. One or more of the following may be an indication 
that dust is excessive: 

(1) safety hazards due to obscured visibility; or 
(2) irritation of the eyes; or 
(3) hampered breathing; 
(4) migration of dust off-site. 

Note: 
Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17407.5. Hazardous, Liquid, and Special Wastes. 
(a) An operation or facility shall not intentionally accept or store hazardous wastes, 
including batteries, oil, paint, and special wastes, unless it has been approved to handle the 
particular waste by the appropriate regulatory agencies. Such approvals shall be placed in 
the operating record. 
(b) At operations and facilities where unauthorized hazardous wastes are discovered, control 
measures as are necessary to protect public health, safety and the environment, such as 
elimination or control of dusts, fumes, mists, vapors or gases shall be taken prior to 
isolation or removal from the operation or facility, 
(c) Liquid wastes and sludges shall not be accepted or stored at an operation or facility 
unless the operator has written approval to accept such wastes from the appropriate 
agencies and the EA. The EA shall authorize acceptance of these wastes only if the 
operation, facility, and the transfer vehicles are properly equipped to handle such wastes in 
a manner to protect public health, safety, and the environment. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17408.1. Litter Control. 
Litter at operations and facilities shall be controlled, and routinely collected to prevent 
safety hazards, nuisances or similar problems and off-site migration to the greatest extent 
possible given existing weather conditions. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17408.2. Medical Wastes. 
Medical waste, unless treated and deemed to be solid waste, which is regulated pursuant to 
the Medical Waste Management Act (commencing with section 117600 of the Health and 
Safety Code), shall not be accepted at an operation or facility, unless approved by the 
appropriate regulatory agency. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021, of the Public Resources Code. 
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17407.4. Dust Control. 
(a) The operator shall take adequate measures to minimize the creation, emission, or 
accumulation of excessive dust and particulates, and prevent other safety hazards to the 
public caused by obscured visibility. The operator shall minimize the unnecessary handling 
of wastes during processing to prevent the creation of excessive dust. Measures to control 
dust include, but are not limited to: reduced processing, periodic sweeping and cleaning, 
misting systems or ventilation control. One or more of the following may be an indication 
that dust is excessive:  

(1) safety hazards due to obscured visibility; or 
(2) irritation of the eyes; or 
(3) hampered breathing; 
(4) migration of dust off-site. 

Note: 
Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17407.5. Hazardous, Liquid, and Special Wastes. 
(a) An operation or facility shall not intentionally accept or store hazardous wastes, 
including batteries, oil, paint, and special wastes, unless it has been approved to handle the 
particular waste by the appropriate regulatory agencies. Such approvals shall be placed in 
the operating record. 
(b) At operations and facilities where unauthorized hazardous wastes are discovered, control 
measures as are necessary to protect public health, safety and the environment, such as 
elimination or control of dusts, fumes, mists, vapors or gases shall be taken prior to 
isolation or removal from the operation or facility,  
(c) Liquid wastes and sludges shall not be accepted or stored at an operation or facility 
unless the operator has written approval to accept such wastes from the appropriate 
agencies and the EA. The EA shall authorize acceptance of these wastes only if the 
operation, facility, and the transfer vehicles are properly equipped to handle such wastes in 
a manner to protect public health, safety, and the environment. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17408.1. Litter Control. 
Litter at operations and facilities shall be controlled, and routinely collected to prevent 
safety hazards, nuisances or similar problems and off-site migration to the greatest extent 
possible given existing weather conditions.  
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17408.2. Medical Wastes. 
Medical waste, unless treated and deemed to be solid waste, which is regulated pursuant to 
the Medical Waste Management Act (commencing with section 117600 of the Health and 
Safety Code), shall not be accepted at an operation or facility, unless approved by the 
appropriate regulatory agency. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021, of the Public Resources Code. 
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17408.3. Noise Control. 
Noise shall be controlled to prevent health hazards and to prevent nuisance to nearby 
residents. Measures to control noise include but are not limited to: posting of warning signs 
that recommend or require hearing protection; separation by barriers that limit access to 
authorized personnel only; or, enclosures to reduce noise transmission. Compliance with 
specific provisions regarding noise control in a local land use approval, such as a conditional 
use permit or CEQA mitigation measures, shall be considered compliance with this standard. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17408.4. Non-Salvageable Items. 
Drugs, cosmetics, foods, beverages, hazardous wastes, poisons, medical wastes, syringes, 
needles, pesticides and other materials capable of causing public health or safety problems 
shall not be salvaged at operations or facilities unless approved by the local health agency 
and the EA. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17408.5. Nuisance Control. 
Each operation and facility shall be conducted and maintained to prevent the creation of a 
nuisance. Compliance with specific provisions regarding nuisance control in a local land use 
approval, such as a conditional use permit or CEQA mitigation measures, shall be 
considered compliance with this standard. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17408.6. Maintenance Program. 
All aspects of the operation or facility shall be maintained in a state of good repair. The 
operator shall implement a preventative maintenance program to monitor and promptly 
repair or correct deteriorated or defective conditions. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17408.7. Personnel Health and Safety. 
The Injury, Illness, and Prevention Program (IIPP) shall be available for review by local and 
state inspectors during normal business hours. Nothing in this section is intended to make 
the EA responsible for enforcing the IIPP. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17408.8. Protection of Users. 
An operation or facility shall be designed, constructed, operated, and maintained so that 
contact between the public and solid wastes is minimized. This may be accomplished 
through the use of railings, curbs, grates, fences, and/or spotters. 
Note: 
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17408.3. Noise Control. 
Noise shall be controlled to prevent health hazards and to prevent nuisance to nearby 
residents. Measures to control noise include but are not limited to: posting of warning signs 
that recommend or require hearing protection; separation by barriers that limit access to 
authorized personnel only; or, enclosures to reduce noise transmission. Compliance with 
specific provisions regarding noise control in a local land use approval, such as a conditional 
use permit or CEQA mitigation measures, shall be considered compliance with this standard. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17408.4. Non-Salvageable Items. 
Drugs, cosmetics, foods, beverages, hazardous wastes, poisons, medical wastes, syringes, 
needles, pesticides and other materials capable of causing public health or safety problems 
shall not be salvaged at operations or facilities unless approved by the local health agency 
and the EA. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17408.5. Nuisance Control. 
Each operation and facility shall be conducted and maintained to prevent the creation of a 
nuisance. Compliance with specific provisions regarding nuisance control in a local land use 
approval, such as a conditional use permit or CEQA mitigation measures, shall be 
considered compliance with this standard. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17408.6. Maintenance Program. 
All aspects of the operation or facility shall be maintained in a state of good repair. The 
operator shall implement a preventative maintenance program to monitor and promptly 
repair or correct deteriorated or defective conditions. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17408.7. Personnel Health and Safety. 
The Injury, Illness, and Prevention Program (IIPP) shall be available for review by local and 
state inspectors during normal business hours. Nothing in this section is intended to make 
the EA responsible for enforcing the IIPP. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17408.8. Protection of Users. 
An operation or facility shall be designed, constructed, operated, and maintained so that 
contact between the public and solid wastes is minimized. This may be accomplished 
through the use of railings, curbs, grates, fences, and/or spotters. 
Note: 
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Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17409.1. Roads. 
All on-site roads and driveways shall be designed and maintained to minimize the 
generation of dust and tracking of soil onto adjacent public roads. Such roads shall be kept 
in safe condition and maintained to allow vehicles utilizing the operation or facility to have 
reasonable all-weather access to the site. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17409.2. Sanitary Facilities. 
The operator shall maintain all sanitary and hand-washing facilities which may be required, 
by applicable state or local requirements, in a reasonably clean and adequately supplied 
condition. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17409.3. Scavenging and Salvaging. 
Each operation or facility shall meet the following requirements: 
(a) scavenging shall be prohibited; 
(b) salvaging of materials, such as metal, paper, glass and cardboard is permitted as an 
integral part of the operation, subject to conditions established by the EA, the local land use 
authority, or other approving agencies. 
(c) salvaging activities shall be conducted in a planned and controlled manner and not 
interfere with other aspects of site operation. Activities shall be conducted so as not to 
interfere with expeditious entry and exit of vehicles delivering waste to the transfer or 
processing operation or facility. Salvaging activities conducted at a transfer/processing 
operation or facility shall be confined to specified, clearly identified areas of the operation or 
facility, and controlled to prevent health, safety or nuisance problems; 
(d) storage of materials salvaged from solid wastes shall be ancillary to the activities of the 
operation or facility unless such storage is planned as an integral part of the operation. 
Materials salvaged on-site shall be stored away from other activity areas in specified, clearly 
identifiable areas as noted in the Facility Plan or Transfer/Processing Report. They shall be 
arranged to minimize risk of fire, health and safety hazard, vector harborage, or other 
hazard or nuisance, and limited to a specified volume and/or duration as described in the 
Enforcement Agency Notification, Facility Plan, or Transfer/Processing Report. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17409.4. Signs. 
(a) For operations or facilities not open to the public, each point of access from a public 
road shall be posted with an easily visible sign indicating the operation or facility name and 
location of nearest public operation or facility. 
(b) If the operation or facility is open to the public, there shall be an easily visible sign at all 
public entrances indicating the name of the operator, the operator's telephone number, 
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Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

 
 
17409.1. Roads. 
All on-site roads and driveways shall be designed and maintained to minimize the 
generation of dust and tracking of soil onto adjacent public roads. Such roads shall be kept 
in safe condition and maintained to allow vehicles utilizing the operation or facility to have 
reasonable all-weather access to the site. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17409.2. Sanitary Facilities. 
The operator shall maintain all sanitary and hand-washing facilities which may be required, 
by applicable state or local requirements, in a reasonably clean and adequately supplied 
condition. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17409.3. Scavenging and Salvaging. 
Each operation or facility shall meet the following requirements: 
(a) scavenging shall be prohibited; 
(b) salvaging of materials, such as metal, paper, glass and cardboard is permitted as an 
integral part of the operation, subject to conditions established by the EA, the local land use 
authority, or other approving agencies. 
(c) salvaging activities shall be conducted in a planned and controlled manner and not 
interfere with other aspects of site operation. Activities shall be conducted so as not to 
interfere with expeditious entry and exit of vehicles delivering waste to the transfer or 
processing operation or facility. Salvaging activities conducted at a transfer/processing 
operation or facility shall be confined to specified, clearly identified areas of the operation or 
facility, and controlled to prevent health, safety or nuisance problems; 
(d) storage of materials salvaged from solid wastes shall be ancillary to the activities of the 
operation or facility unless such storage is planned as an integral part of the operation. 
Materials salvaged on-site shall be stored away from other activity areas in specified, clearly 
identifiable areas as noted in the Facility Plan or Transfer/Processing Report. They shall be 
arranged to minimize risk of fire, health and safety hazard, vector harborage, or other 
hazard or nuisance, and limited to a specified volume and/or duration as described in the 
Enforcement Agency Notification, Facility Plan, or Transfer/Processing Report. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17409.4. Signs. 
(a) For operations or facilities not open to the public, each point of access from a public 
road shall be posted with an easily visible sign indicating the operation or facility name and 
location of nearest public operation or facility.  
(b) If the operation or facility is open to the public, there shall be an easily visible sign at all 
public entrances indicating the name of the operator, the operator's telephone number, 
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schedule of charges, hours of operation, and a listing of the general types of materials 
which either (1) WILL be accepted, or (2) WILL NOT be accepted. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17409.5. Loadchecking. 
(a) The operator of an attended operation or facility shall implement a loadchecking 
program to prevent the acceptance of waste which is prohibited by this Article. This 
program must include at a minimum: 

(1) the number of random loadchecks to be performed; 
(2) a location for the storage of prohibited wastes removed during the 
loadchecking process that is separately secured or isolated; 
(3) records of loadchecks and the training of personnel in the recognition, 
proper handling, and disposition of prohibited waste. A copy of the 
loadchecking program and copies of the loadchecking records for the last year 
shall be maintained in the operating record and be available for review by the 
appropriate regulatory agencies. 

Note: 
Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17409.6. Parking. 
Adequate off-street parking area(s) shall be provided, if necessary, for transfer vehicles. 
Compliance with specific provisions regarding adequacy of off-street parking in a local land 
use approval, such as a conditional use permit or CEQA mitigation measures, shall be 
considered compliance with this standard. 

Note: 
Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17410.1. Solid Waste Removal. 
(a) All solid wastes shall be removed at the following frequencies or at an alternate 
frequency approved by the EA, in order to prevent the propagation or attraction of flies, 
rodents or other vectors: 

(1) operations shall remove solid wastes accepted at the site within 7 days 
from the date of receipt; 
(2) facilities shall remove solid waste accepted at the site within 48 hours 
from the time of receipt. 

Note: 
Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17410.2. Supervision and Personnel. 
The operator shall provide adequate supervision and a sufficient number of qualified 
personnel to ensure proper operation of the site in compliance with all applicable laws, 
regulations, permit conditions and other requirements. The operator shall notify the EA in 
writing of the name, address and telephone number of the operator or other person 
responsible for the operation. A copy of the written notification shall be placed in the 
operating record. 
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schedule of charges, hours of operation, and a listing of the general types of materials 
which either (1) WILL be accepted, or (2) WILL NOT be accepted. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17409.5. Loadchecking. 
(a) The operator of an attended operation or facility shall implement a loadchecking 
program to prevent the acceptance of waste which is prohibited by this Article. This 
program must include at a minimum: 

(1) the number of random loadchecks to be performed; 
(2) a location for the storage of prohibited wastes removed during the 
loadchecking process that is separately secured or isolated; 
(3) records of loadchecks and the training of personnel in the recognition, 
proper handling, and disposition of prohibited waste. A copy of the 
loadchecking program and copies of the loadchecking records for the last year 
shall be maintained in the operating record and be available for review by the 
appropriate regulatory agencies. 

Note: 
Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17409.6. Parking. 
Adequate off-street parking area(s) shall be provided, if necessary, for transfer vehicles. 
Compliance with specific provisions regarding adequacy of off-street parking in a local land 
use approval, such as a conditional use permit or CEQA mitigation measures, shall be 
considered compliance with this standard. 
 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17410.1. Solid Waste Removal. 
(a) All solid wastes shall be removed at the following frequencies or at an alternate 
frequency approved by the EA, in order to prevent the propagation or attraction of flies, 
rodents or other vectors: 

(1) operations shall remove solid wastes accepted at the site within 7 days 
from the date of receipt; 
(2) facilities shall remove solid waste accepted at the site within 48 hours 
from the time of receipt. 

Note: 
Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17410.2. Supervision and Personnel. 
The operator shall provide adequate supervision and a sufficient number of qualified 
personnel to ensure proper operation of the site in compliance with all applicable laws, 
regulations, permit conditions and other requirements. The operator shall notify the EA in 
writing of the name, address and telephone number of the operator or other person 
responsible for the operation. A copy of the written notification shall be placed in the 
operating record. 
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Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17410.3. Training. 
Personnel assigned to the operation or facility shall be adequately trained in subjects 
pertinent to site solid waste operations and maintenance, hazardous materials recognition 
and screening, use of mechanized equipment, environmental controls, emergency 
procedures and the requirements of this Article. A record of such training history shall be 
maintained and made available for inspection. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17410.4. Vector, Bird and Animal Control. 
The operator shall take adequate steps to control or prevent the propagation, harborage 
and attraction of flies, rodents, or other vectors, and animals, and to minimize bird 
attraction. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17410.5. Removal of Recyclable and Compostable Materials Prior to Conversion 
Process. 
A conversion technology operation or facility shall only accept solid waste from which, to the 
maximum extent feasible, all recyclable materials and marketable green waste compostable 
materials have been removed prior to the conversion process. The owner or operator of the 
facility shall certify that these materials will be recycled or composted. 

Article 6.3. Record Keeping Requirements. 

17414. Record Keeping Requirements. 
Each operator shall meet the following requirements: 
(a) each operator shall maintain records of incoming weights or volumes and outgoing 
salvage or residual weights or volumes in a form and manner approved by the EA. Such 
records shall be: submitted to the EA or CIWMB upon request; be adequate for overall 
planning and control purposes; and, be as current and accurate as practicable; 
(b) all records required by this Article shall be kept by the operator in one location and 
accessible for three (3) years and shall be available for inspection by the EA and other duly 
authorized regulatory agencies during normal working hours.; 
(c) the operator shall submit copies of specified records to the EA upon request or at a 
frequency approved by the EA; 
(d) the operator shall maintain a daily log book or file of special occurrences encountered 
during operations and methods used to resolve problems arising from these events, 
including details of all incidents that required implementing emergency procedures. Special 
occurrences shall include but are not limited to: fires, injury and property damage, 
accidents, explosions, receipt or rejection of prohibited wastes, lack of sufficient number of 
personnel pursuant to section 17410.2, flooding, earthquake damage and other unusual 
occurrences. In addition, the operator shall notify the EA by telephone within 24 hours of all 
incidents requiring the implementation of emergency procedures, unless the EA determines 
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Note: 
Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17410.3. Training. 
Personnel assigned to the operation or facility shall be adequately trained in subjects 
pertinent to site solid waste operations and maintenance, hazardous materials recognition 
and screening, use of mechanized equipment, environmental controls, emergency 
procedures and the requirements of this Article. A record of such training history shall be 
maintained and made available for inspection. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17410.4. Vector, Bird and Animal Control. 
The operator shall take adequate steps to control or prevent the propagation, harborage 
and attraction of flies, rodents, or other vectors, and animals, and to minimize bird 
attraction. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

  
17410.5. Removal of Recyclable and Compostable Materials Prior to Conversion 
Process. 
A conversion technology operation or facility shall only accept solid waste from which, to the 
maximum extent feasible, all recyclable materials and marketable green waste compostable 
materials have been removed prior to the conversion process.  The owner or operator of the 
facility shall certify that these materials will be recycled or composted. 
 
 
Article 6.3. Record Keeping Requirements. 
 
17414. Record Keeping Requirements. 
Each operator shall meet the following requirements: 
(a) each operator shall maintain records of incoming weights or volumes and outgoing 
salvage or residual weights or volumes in a form and manner approved by the EA. Such 
records shall be: submitted to the EA or CIWMB upon request; be adequate for overall 
planning and control purposes; and, be as current and accurate as practicable; 
(b) all records required by this Article shall be kept by the operator in one location and 
accessible for three (3) years and shall be available for inspection by the EA and other duly 
authorized regulatory agencies during normal working hours.; 
(c) the operator shall submit copies of specified records to the EA upon request or at a 
frequency approved by the EA; 
(d) the operator shall maintain a daily log book or file of special occurrences encountered 
during operations and methods used to resolve problems arising from these events, 
including details of all incidents that required implementing emergency procedures. Special 
occurrences shall include but are not limited to: fires, injury and property damage, 
accidents, explosions, receipt or rejection of prohibited wastes, lack of sufficient number of 
personnel pursuant to section 17410.2, flooding, earthquake damage and other unusual 
occurrences. In addition, the operator shall notify the EA by telephone within 24 hours of all 
incidents requiring the implementation of emergency procedures, unless the EA determines 
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that a less immediate form of notification will be sufficient to protect public health and 
safety and the environment; 
(e) the operator shall record any written public complaints received by the operator, 
including: 

(1) the nature of the complaint, 
(2) the date the complaint was received, 
(3) if available, the name, address, and telephone number of the person or 
persons making the complaint, and 
(4) any actions taken to respond to the complaint; 

(f) the operator shall maintain a copy of the written notification to the EA and local health 
agency of the name, address and telephone number of the operator or other person(s) 
responsible for the operations as required by section 17410.2; 
(g) the operator shall maintain records of employee training as required by section 17410.3; 
(h) all transfer/processing operations and facilities shall maintain records as required by 
section 18809 et seq. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17414.1. Documentation of Enforcement Agency Approvals, Determinations, and 
Requirements. 
Approvals, determinations, and other requirements the EA is authorized to make under this 
Subchapter shall be provided in writing to the operator and placed in the operating record 
by the operator. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Section 17414.5. Disposal Reporting System Requirements. 
Conversion technology facilities shall be subject to the disposal reporting requirements for 
stations as set forth in section 18800 et seq. 

Article 6.35. Additional Operating Requirements for Facilities Only. 

17415.1. Communications Equipment. 
Each facility shall have adequate communication equipment available to site personnel to 
allow quick response to emergencies. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17415.2. Fire Fighting Equipment. 
Each Facility shall have fire suppression equipment continuously available, properly 
maintained and located as required by the local fire authority. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17416.1. Housekeeping. 
The operator shall provide adequate housekeeping for the maintenance of facility equipment 
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that a less immediate form of notification will be sufficient to protect public health and 
safety and the environment; 
(e) the operator shall record any written public complaints received by the operator, 
including: 

(1) the nature of the complaint, 
(2) the date the complaint was received, 
(3) if available, the name, address, and telephone number of the person or 
persons making the complaint, and 
(4) any actions taken to respond to the complaint; 

(f) the operator shall maintain a copy of the written notification to the EA and local health 
agency of the name, address and telephone number of the operator or other person(s) 
responsible for the operations as required by section 17410.2;  
(g) the operator shall maintain records of employee training as required by section 17410.3; 
(h) all transfer/processing operations and facilities shall maintain records as required by 
section 18809 et seq. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17414.1. Documentation of Enforcement Agency Approvals, Determinations, and 
Requirements. 
Approvals, determinations, and other requirements the EA is authorized to make under this 
Subchapter shall be provided in writing to the operator and placed in the operating record 
by the operator. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

  
Section 17414.5. Disposal Reporting System Requirements. 
Conversion technology facilities shall be subject to the disposal reporting requirements for 
stations as set forth in section 18800 et seq. 
 
Article 6.35. Additional Operating Requirements for Facilities Only. 
 
17415.1.  Communications Equipment. 
Each facility shall have adequate communication equipment available to site personnel to 
allow quick response to emergencies. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17415.2. Fire Fighting Equipment. 
Each Facility shall have fire suppression equipment continuously available, properly 
maintained and located as required by the local fire authority. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17416.1. Housekeeping. 
The operator shall provide adequate housekeeping for the maintenance of facility equipment 
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and shall minimize accumulations of fuel drums, inoperable equipment, parts, tires, scrap, 
and similar items. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17416.2. Lighting. 
The facility and/or equipment shall be equipped with adequate lighting, either through 
natural or artificial means, to ensure the ability to monitor incoming loads, effectiveness of 
operations, and public health, safety and the environment. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17416.3. Equipment. 
Equipment shall be adequate in type, capacity and number, and sufficiently maintained to 
allow the facility to meet all requirements of Articles 6.3 and 6.35 of these standards. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17418.1. Site Security. 
The facility shall be designed to discourage unauthorized access by persons and vehicles 
through the use of either a perimeter barrier or topographic constraints. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17418.2. Site Attendant. 
A facility open to the public shall have an attendant present during public operating hours or 
the facility shall be inspected by the operator on a regularly scheduled basis as approved by 
the EA to ensure that it meets all of the requirements of Articles 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17418.3. Traffic Control. 
(a) Traffic flow through the facility shall be controlled to prevent the following: 

(1) interference with or creation of a safety hazard on adjacent public streets 
or roads, 
(2) on-site safety hazards, and 
(3) interference with operations. 

Note: 
Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17419.1. Visual Screening. 
The facility shall have appropriate treatment of areas open to public view to create and 
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and shall minimize accumulations of fuel drums, inoperable equipment, parts, tires, scrap, 
and similar items. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17416.2. Lighting. 
The facility and/or equipment shall be equipped with adequate lighting, either through 
natural or artificial means, to ensure the ability to monitor incoming loads, effectiveness of 
operations, and public health, safety and the environment. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17416.3. Equipment. 
Equipment shall be adequate in type, capacity and number, and sufficiently maintained to 
allow the facility to meet all requirements of Articles 6.3 and 6.35 of these standards. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17418.1. Site Security. 
The facility shall be designed to discourage unauthorized access by persons and vehicles 
through the use of either a perimeter barrier or topographic constraints. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17418.2. Site Attendant. 
A facility open to the public shall have an attendant present during public operating hours or 
the facility shall be inspected by the operator on a regularly scheduled basis as approved by 
the EA to ensure that it meets all of the requirements of Articles 6.2, 6.3 and 6.35. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17418.3. Traffic Control. 
(a) Traffic flow through the facility shall be controlled to prevent the following: 

(1) interference with or creation of a safety hazard on adjacent public streets 
or roads, 
(2) on-site safety hazards, and 
(3) interference with operations. 

Note: 
Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 
 

17419.1. Visual Screening. 
The facility shall have appropriate treatment of areas open to public view to create and 
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maintain an aesthetically acceptable appearance as approved by the local land use 
authority, or if none exist, in consultation with the EA. Compliance with specific provisions 
regarding visual screening in a local land use approval, such as a conditional use permit, or 
CEQA mitigation measures shall be considered compliance with this standard. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

17419.2. Water Supply. 
A safe and adequate water supply for drinking and emergency use (i.e.: first aid) shall be 
available. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

Chapter 5. Enforcement of Solid Waste Standards and 
Administration of Solid Waste Facility Permits; Loan 
Guarantees 
Article 3.2. Reports of Facility Information 
18220. Repealed. 
18221. Repealed. 

18221.5. Facility Plan 
Each operator of a Medium Volume Transfer/Processing Facility, or Direct Transfer Facility 
that is required to obtain a Registration Permit, as set forth in sections 17403.4 and 
17403.6 and Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0, (commencing with section 18100) 
shall, at the time of application, file a Facility Plan or "Plan" with the EA as required in 
section 17403.8 of this Title. In order to maintain the permit, the operator must file 
amendments as necessary to maintain the accuracy of the Facility Plan required in section 
17403.8 of this Title. Such amendments, or lack thereof, may become the basis for changes 
in the permit or for revocation of the permit. A Plan shall contain the following: 
(a) name(s) of the operator, owner, and the company they represent, if applicable; 
(b) schematic drawing of the building and other structures showing layout and general 
dimensions of the operations area, including, but not limited to, unloading, storage, loading, 
and parking areas; 
(c) descriptive statement of the manner in which activities are to be conducted at the 
facility; 
(d) days and hours that the facility is to operate. If the hours of waste receipt differ from 
the hours of material processing, each set of hours may be stated. For facilities with 
continuous operations, indicate the start of the operating day for purpose of calculating 
amount of waste received per operating day. The operator may also indicate whether or 
not, and when, other activities, such as routine maintenance will take place, if those 
activities will occur at times other than those indicated above; 
(e) total acreage contained within the operating area; 
(f) facility design capacity including the assumptions, methods, and calculations performed 
to determine the total capacity; 
(g) information showing the types and the daily quantities of solid waste to be received. If 
tonnage was figured from records of cubic yards, include the conversion factor used; 
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maintain an aesthetically acceptable appearance as approved by the local land use 
authority, or if none exist, in consultation with the EA. Compliance with specific provisions 
regarding visual screening in a local land use approval, such as a conditional use permit, or 
CEQA mitigation measures shall be considered compliance with this standard. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
 

17419.2. Water Supply. 
A safe and adequate water supply for drinking and emergency use (i.e.: first aid) shall be 
available. 
Note: 
 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

 
 
Chapter 5. Enforcement of Solid Waste Standards and 
Administration of Solid Waste Facility Permits; Loan 
Guarantees  
Article 3.2. Reports of Facility Information 
18220. Repealed. 
18221. Repealed. 
 
18221.5. Facility Plan 
Each operator of a Medium Volume Transfer/Processing Facility, or Direct Transfer Facility 
that is required to obtain a Registration Permit, as set forth in sections 17403.4 and 
17403.6 and Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5.0, Article 3.0, (commencing with section 18100) 
shall, at the time of application, file a Facility Plan or "Plan" with the EA as required in 
section 17403.8 of this Title. In order to maintain the permit, the operator must file 
amendments as necessary to maintain the accuracy of the Facility Plan required in section 
17403.8 of this Title. Such amendments, or lack thereof, may become the basis for changes 
in the permit or for revocation of the permit. A Plan shall contain the following: 
(a) name(s) of the operator, owner, and the company they represent, if applicable; 
(b) schematic drawing of the building and other structures showing layout and general 
dimensions of the operations area, including, but not limited to, unloading, storage, loading, 
and parking areas; 
(c) descriptive statement of the manner in which activities are to be conducted at the 
facility; 
(d) days and hours that the facility is to operate. If the hours of waste receipt differ from 
the hours of material processing, each set of hours may be stated. For facilities with 
continuous operations, indicate the start of the operating day for purpose of calculating 
amount of waste received per operating day. The operator may also indicate whether or 
not, and when, other activities, such as routine maintenance will take place, if those 
activities will occur at times other than those indicated above; 
(e) total acreage contained within the operating area; 
(f) facility design capacity including the assumptions, methods, and calculations performed 
to determine the total capacity; 
(g) information showing the types and the daily quantities of solid waste to be received. If 
tonnage was figured from records of cubic yards, include the conversion factor used; 
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(h) description of the methods used by the facility to comply with each state minimum 
standard contained in sections 17406.1 through 17419.2; 
(i) anticipated volume of quench or process water and the planned method of treatment, 
and disposal of any wastewater; 
(j) description of provisions to handle unusual peak loading; 
(k) description of transfer, recovery and processing equipment, including classification, 
capacity and the number of units; 
(I) planned method for final disposal of the solid waste; 
(m) planned method for the storage and removal of salvaged material; 
(n) resume of management organization which will operate the facility. 
Note: 

Authority cited: 
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 
Reference: 
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code. 

18221.6. Transfer/Processing Report 
Each operator of a Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility that is required to obtain a Full 
Solid Waste Facility Permit, as set forth in Title 27, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 4, 
Subchapter 3, Articles 2.0 - 3.2, (commencing with section 21570) shall, at the time of 
application, file a Transfer/Processing Report or "Report" with the EA as required in section 
17403.9 of this Title. In order to maintain an existing permit, the operator must file 
amendments as required in section 17403.9 of this Title and re-title the document as a 
Transfer/Processing Report. Such amendments, or lack thereof, may become the basis for 
changes in the permit or for revocation of the permit. A Report shall contain the following: 
(a) name(s) of the operator, owner, and the company they represent, if applicable; 
(b) facility specifications or plans, to include: a site location map, a site map, and 
identification of adjacent land uses and distances to residences or structures that are nearby 
and are within 1000 feet of the facility property line; 
(c) schematic drawing of the building and other structures showing layout and general 
dimensions of the operations area, including, but not limited to, unloading, storage, loading, 
and parking areas; 
(d) descriptive statement of the manner in which activities are to be conducted at the 
facility; 
(e) days and hours the facility is to operate. If the hours of waste receipt differ from the 
hours of material processing, each set of hours may be stated. For facilities with continuous 
operations, indicate the start of the operating day for purpose of calculating amount of 
waste received per operating day. The operator may also indicate whether or not, and 
when, other activities, such as routine maintenance will take place, if those activities will 
occur at times other than those indicated above; 
(f) total acreage contained within the operating area; 
(g) facility design capacity including the assumptions, methods, and calculations performed 
to determine the total capacity; 
(h) information showing the types and the daily quantities of solid waste to be received. If 
tonnage was figured from records of cubic yards, include the conversion factor used; 
(i) description of the methods used by the facility to comply with each state minimum 
standard contained in sections 17406.1 through 17419.2; 
(j) anticipated volume of quench or process water, and the planned method of treatment, 
and disposal of any wastewater; 
(k) description of provisions to handle unusual peak loading; 
(I) description of transfer, recovery and processing equipment, including classification, 
capacity and the number of units; 
(m) planned method for final disposal of the solid waste; 
(n) planned method for the storage and removal of salvaged material; 
(o) resume of management organization which will operate the facility; 
(p) list of permits already obtained, and the date obtained or last revised. 
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(h) description of the methods used by the facility to comply with each state minimum 
standard contained in sections 17406.1 through 17419.2; 
(i) anticipated volume of quench or process water and the planned method of treatment, 
and disposal of any wastewater; 
(j) description of provisions to handle unusual peak loading; 
(k) description of transfer, recovery and processing equipment, including classification, 
capacity and the number of units; 
(l) planned method for final disposal of the solid waste; 
(m) planned method for the storage and removal of salvaged material; 
(n) resume of management organization which will operate the facility. 
Note: 

Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020 and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
 

18221.6. Transfer/Processing Report 
Each operator of a Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility that is required to obtain a Full 
Solid Waste Facility Permit, as set forth in Title 27, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 4, 
Subchapter 3, Articles 2.0 - 3.2, (commencing with section 21570) shall, at the time of 
application, file a Transfer/Processing Report or "Report" with the EA as required in section 
17403.9 of this Title. In order to maintain an existing permit, the operator must file 
amendments as required in section 17403.9 of this Title and re-title the document as a 
Transfer/Processing Report. Such amendments, or lack thereof, may become the basis for 
changes in the permit or for revocation of the permit. A Report shall contain the following: 
(a) name(s) of the operator, owner, and the company they represent, if applicable; 
(b) facility specifications or plans, to include: a site location map, a site map, and 
identification of adjacent land uses and distances to residences or structures that are nearby 
and are within 1000 feet of the facility property line; 
(c) schematic drawing of the building and other structures showing layout and general 
dimensions of the operations area, including, but not limited to, unloading, storage, loading, 
and parking areas; 
(d) descriptive statement of the manner in which activities are to be conducted at the 
facility; 
(e) days and hours the facility is to operate. If the hours of waste receipt differ from the 
hours of material processing, each set of hours may be stated. For facilities with continuous 
operations, indicate the start of the operating day for purpose of calculating amount of 
waste received per operating day. The operator may also indicate whether or not, and 
when, other activities, such as routine maintenance will take place, if those activities will 
occur at times other than those indicated above; 
(f) total acreage contained within the operating area; 
(g) facility design capacity including the assumptions, methods, and calculations performed 
to determine the total capacity; 
(h) information showing the types and the daily quantities of solid waste to be received. If 
tonnage was figured from records of cubic yards, include the conversion factor used; 
(i) description of the methods used by the facility to comply with each state minimum 
standard contained in sections 17406.1 through 17419.2; 
(j) anticipated volume of quench or process water, and the planned method of treatment, 
and disposal of any wastewater; 
(k) description of provisions to handle unusual peak loading; 
(l) description of transfer, recovery and processing equipment, including classification, 
capacity and the number of units; 
(m) planned method for final disposal of the solid waste; 
(n) planned method for the storage and removal of salvaged material; 
(o) resume of management organization which will operate the facility; 
(p) list of permits already obtained, and the date obtained or last revised. 
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Note: 
Authority cited:  
Sections 40502, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  
Reference:  
Sections 40053, 43020, and 43021 of the Public Resources Code.  

 



California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 
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AGENDA ITEM 31 (Revised) 

ITEM 

Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilites Permit (Disposal/Compostable Material 
Handling/Transfer/Processing Station) For The Monterey Peninsula Landfill, Monterey County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
1. This item requests Board concurrence on the revision of the Monterey Peninsula 

Landfill solid waste facilities permit. 
2. Monterey Regional Waste Management District (MRWMD) is proposing to combine 

three existing but separately regulated activities: Monterey Regional Waste 
Management District Material Recovery Facility (MRWMDMRF) (Solid Waste 
Facilities Permit (SWFP) No. 27-AA-0080), the existing Monterey Peninsula Landfill 
(SWFP No. 27-AA-0010), and the existing green waste chipping and grinding operation 
(27-AA-0105). The combined facility will have the name Monterey Peninsula Landfill 
(Landfill) and operate under one solid waste facilities permit (27-AA-0010). 

3. Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar days to 
concur in or object to the issuance of a full solid waste facilities permit. The proposed 
permit for this facility was received on July 8, 2005. The date for submittal of a 
proposed permit that would allow 60 days for Board review prior to the August Board 
meeting was June 18, 2005. The Board has until September 6, 2005 to act on this 
permit. When the proposed permit package was received, the package contained all of 
the items required in Title 27, California Code of Regulations ( 27 CCR), Section 
21685. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
• The Board last concurred with a revised permit for the Landfill (27-AA-0010) in 

June 1999. 
• Compliance History For The Landfill: 

2001 - No violations of state minimum standards (SMS) 
2002 - Four violations of the SMS and three permit violations 
2003 - Two violations of the SMS 
2004 - One violation of the SMS 
2005 - (Jan. to May) Two violations of the SMS 

• The Board last concurred with a revised permit for the MRWMDMRF (27-AA- 
0080) in June 1996. 

• Compliance History For The MRWMDMRF: 
2001 — No violations of the SMS 
2002 — No violations of the SMS 
2003 — No violations of the SMS and one permit violation 
2004 - No violations of the SMS 
2005 - (Jan. to May) No violations of the SMS 

The Landfill's SMS violations and permit violations are explained on Pages 5 and 6, in 
the "Consistency with State Minimum Standards" portion of the agenda item. 
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ITEM 

Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilites Permit (Disposal/Compostable Material 
Handling/Transfer/Processing Station) For The Monterey Peninsula Landfill, Monterey County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
1. This item requests Board concurrence on the revision of the Monterey Peninsula 

Landfill solid waste facilities permit. 
2. Monterey Regional Waste Management District (MRWMD) is proposing to combine 

three existing but separately regulated activities: Monterey Regional Waste 
Management District Material Recovery Facility (MRWMDMRF) (Solid Waste 
Facilities Permit (SWFP) No. 27-AA-0080), the existing Monterey Peninsula Landfill 
(SWFP No. 27-AA-0010), and the existing green waste chipping and grinding operation 
(27-AA-0105).  The combined facility will have the name Monterey Peninsula Landfill 
(Landfill) and operate under one solid waste facilities permit (27-AA-0010). 

3. Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar days to 
concur in or object to the issuance of a full solid waste facilities permit. The proposed 
permit for this facility was received on July 8, 2005.  The date for submittal of a 
proposed permit that would allow 60 days for Board review prior to the August Board 
meeting was June 18, 2005.  The Board has until September 6, 2005 to act on this 
permit.  When the proposed permit package was received, the package contained all of 
the items required in Title 27, California Code of Regulations ( 27 CCR), Section 
21685. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
• The Board last concurred with a revised permit for the Landfill (27-AA-0010) in 

June 1999.  
• Compliance History For The Landfill:  

2001 - No violations of state minimum standards (SMS) 
2002 - Four violations of the SMS and three permit violations 
2003 - Two violations of the SMS   
2004 - One violation of the SMS 
2005 - (Jan. to May) Two violations of the SMS 

• The Board last concurred with a revised permit for the MRWMDMRF (27-AA-
0080) in June 1996. 

• Compliance History For The MRWMDMRF:  
2001 – No violations of the SMS 
2002 – No violations of the SMS 
2003 – No violations of the SMS and one permit violation  
2004 - No violations of the SMS 
2005 - (Jan. to May) No violations of the SMS 

The Landfill’s SMS violations and permit violations are explained on Pages 5 and 6, in 
the "Consistency with State Minimum Standards" portion of the agenda item. 
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III.  

IV.  

V.  

OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to do one of the following: 
1. Concur in the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. 
2. Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. 
3. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. If the Board 

chooses this option, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance of 
the proposed permit 60 days after the Board's receipt of the permit. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff will recommend concurrence with the proposed permit, if it is determined that: 1) 
the-preliminaresufe-and-pestelesure-maintenanee-plans-for-the-landfill-meet-the 

27 CCR 21860 21685(b)(5), 2) the Joint Technical requirements of sections and and 
Document meets the requirements of 27 CCR 21600. Staff recommend that the Board 
adopt option one, concurrence in the issuance of the permit. 

ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
Facility Names: Monterey Peninsula Landfill, Facility No. 27-AA-0010 

Monterey Regional Waste Management District Material 
Recovery Facility (MRWMDMRF), Facility No. 27-AA-0080 

Facility Types: Existing Solid Waste Landfill and Biosolids 
Composting, Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility 

Location: 14201 Del Monte Blvd., Marina, California 

Setting: Surrounding land uses are primarily designated as 
Public/Quasi —Public, Waste Disposal in the Monterey 
County General Plan. The area is zoned as PQP-D-S 
(Public/Quasi-Public, Design Control, Site Plan (PQP-D-S). 
The site is bounded by the Salinas River to the north, a 
wastewater treatment plant to the south, and agricultural and 
grazing land along its other boundaries. A large vegetable 
packing operation is situated approximately one mile west of 
the site. The nearest residential structure is approximately 
4,000 feet west of the site. 

Operational Status: Both facilities are permitted and active 

Landfill Permitted 
Acreage: 475 total acres, 315 disposal acres 

Proposed Permitted 
Acreage: 466 total acres, 315 disposal acres 
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III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to do one of the following: 
1. Concur in the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. 
2. Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. 
3. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.  If the Board 

chooses this option, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance of 
the proposed permit 60 days after the Board’s receipt of the permit. 

 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff will recommend concurrence with the proposed permit, if it is determined that: 1)  
the preliminary closure and postclosure maintenance plans for the landfill meet the 
requirements of  27 CCR sections 21860 and 21685(b)(5),  and 2) the Joint Technical 
Document meets the requirements of  27 CCR 21600.  Staff recommend that the Board 
adopt option one, concurrence in the issuance of the permit. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
Facility Names: Monterey Peninsula Landfill, Facility No. 27-AA-0010 

Monterey Regional Waste Management District Material 
Recovery Facility (MRWMDMRF), Facility No. 27-AA-0080 

 
Facility Types: Existing Solid Waste Landfill and Biosolids 
Composting, Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility  

 
Location:  14201 Del Monte Blvd., Marina, California 
 
Setting: Surrounding land uses are primarily designated as 

Public/Quasi –Public, Waste Disposal in the Monterey 
County General Plan.  The area is zoned as PQP-D-S 
(Public/Quasi-Public, Design Control, Site Plan (PQP-D-S).  
The site is bounded by the Salinas River to the north, a 
wastewater treatment plant to the south, and agricultural and 
grazing land along its other boundaries.  A large vegetable 
packing operation is situated approximately one mile west of 
the site.  The nearest residential structure is approximately 
4,000 feet west of the site.   

 
Operational Status: Both facilities are permitted and active  

 
Landfill Permitted  
Acreage: 475 total acres, 315 disposal acres 
 
Proposed Permitted 
Acreage:  466 total acres, 315 disposal acres 
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Permitted Maximum 
Elevation: 260 feet above mean sea level 

Proposed Permitted 
Maximum Elevation: 284 feet above mean sea level 

Current Permitted 
Hours of Operation: Landfill: 5:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday — Friday, 

Saturday 7:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 
MRWMDMRF: receipt of waste 5:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
Monday — Saturday, operation 5:30 a.m. to 10:30 p.m. 
Monday - Saturday 

Proposed Permitted Operation: 24 hours a day 7 days a week. 
Hours of Operation: Receipt of waste: franchised haulers, Monday-Saturday 

5:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Sunday, limited to special events; 
Public, Monday- Friday 6:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Saturday 
8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 

Current Permitted 
Design Capacity: 49,000,000 cubic yards 

Proposed Permitted 
Design Capacity: 91,000,000 cubic yards 

Current Permitted 
Maximum Tonnage: Landfill: 1,200 tons per day 

MRWMDMRF: 1,500 tons per day 
Combined: 2,700 tons per day 

Proposed Permitted 
Maximum Tonnage: 3,500 tons per day 

Current Traffic 
Volume: Landfill: 528 vehicles per day; 

MRWMDMRF: 418 vehicles per day; 
Combined: 946 vehicles per day 

Proposed Traffic 
Volume: 2000 vehicles per day 

Current Estimated 
Closure Period: 2090 

Proposed Estimated 
Closure Period: 2107 

Owner/Operator: Monterey Regional Waste Management District (District) 
Mr. William Merry, General Manager 
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Permitted Maximum 
Elevation:  260 feet above mean sea level 
 
Proposed Permitted 
Maximum Elevation: 284 feet above mean sea level 

 
Current Permitted   
Hours of Operation: Landfill: 5:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday – Friday,  

  Saturday 7:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 
 MRWMDMRF: receipt of waste 5:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

Monday – Saturday, operation 5:30 a.m. to 10:30 p.m. 
Monday - Saturday  

 
Proposed Permitted Operation: 24 hours a day 7 days a week.  
Hours of Operation: Receipt of waste: franchised haulers, Monday-Saturday 

5:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Sunday, limited to special events; 
Public, Monday- Friday 6:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Saturday 
8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 

  
Current Permitted  
Design Capacity:  49,000,000 cubic yards  

 
Proposed Permitted  
Design Capacity:  91,000,000 cubic yards 

 
Current Permitted  
Maximum Tonnage: Landfill: 1,200 tons per day  

  MRWMDMRF: 1,500 tons per day 
  Combined: 2,700 tons per day 
 

Proposed Permitted  
Maximum Tonnage:   3,500 tons per day 

 
Current Traffic  
Volume:  Landfill: 528 vehicles per day;  

MRWMDMRF: 418 vehicles per day;  
Combined: 946 vehicles per day 

 
Proposed Traffic 
Volume:  2000 vehicles per day 

 
Current Estimated  
Closure Period:  2090 

 
Proposed Estimated 
Closure Period:  2107 

 
Owner/Operator:  Monterey Regional Waste Management District (District)  

Mr. William Merry, General Manager 
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LEA: Mr. Allen Stroh, Director 
County of Monterey 
Department of Health 
Division of Environmental Health 

Background 
There are three existing but separately regulated activities: the Monterey Regional 
Waste Management District Material Recovery Facility (MRWMDMRF) (Solid 
Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP) No. 27-AA-0080), the Monterey Peninsula Landfill 
(Landfill) (SWFP No. 27-AA-0010), and the green waste chipping and grinding 
operation (No. 27-AA-0105). 

The Landfill (aka Marina Landfill), MRWMDMRF, and chipping and grinding 
operation are located in northern Monterey County approximately 1 mile east of U.S. 
Highway 1, two miles north of the City of Marina, and twelve miles north of the City 
of Monterey. The Monterey Regional Waste Management District (District) has 
owned and operated the landfill since 1966 and the MRWMDMRF since 1996. The 
current permit acreage of the landfill includes the area where the MRWMDMRF and 
the chipping and grinding operation are located. 

The landfill permit also includes a biosolids composting operation. Biosolids from 
the adjacent Monterey Regional Water Pollution Control Agency treatment plant and 
other sources, including the South County Regional Wastewater Authority, are 
currently co-composted with the MRWMDMRF fines and/or green waste and wood 
waste from the chipping and grinding operation. Biosolids are windrowed and the 
finished compost is used for landfill cover. The chipping and grinding operation is 
currently operating under an Enforcement Agency Notification and located adjacent 
to the MRWMDMRF. The green material is chipped, ground, screened and then sent 
to the composting activity at the landfill. 

The existing compost activity on the landfill is being expanded to allow for the 
addition of food material. The food material will be co-composted with the biosolids, 
green material and MRWMDMRF fines. The finished compost will be sold to off-site 
customers. Food material primarily from grocery stores and/or packaging sheds may 
be mixed with the chipped wood and green material from the chipping and grinding 
operation and may be co-composted with the biosolids. The expected uses of the 
compost include wholesale landscape/soil blending operation, landfill cover, mine 
reclamation, flower and bulb growers, golf courses, topdressing for athletic and 
playing fields and parks, and other local markets to be developed. 

A resale store selling salvaged items called the Last Chance Mercantile and a 
household hazardous waste collection facility are located on 9 acres approximately 
600 feet northwest of the MRWMDMRF. This area will be removed from the 
landfill's permitted boundary, therefore reducing the landfill permitted boundary to 
466 acres. 

Other activities on the landfill are two separately permitted composting operations 
that are operated by private companies, the Pacific Coast Soils facility (registration 
permit) and Sun-Land Garden Products facility (standardized permit which will be 
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LEA:   Mr. Allen Stroh, Director 

County of Monterey 
Department of Health 
Division of Environmental Health 

 
Background 
There are three existing but separately regulated activities: the Monterey Regional 
Waste Management District Material Recovery Facility (MRWMDMRF) (Solid 
Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP) No. 27-AA-0080), the Monterey Peninsula Landfill 
(Landfill) (SWFP No. 27-AA-0010), and the green waste chipping and grinding 
operation (No. 27-AA-0105).   
 
The Landfill (aka Marina Landfill), MRWMDMRF, and chipping and grinding 
operation are located in northern Monterey County approximately 1 mile east of U.S. 
Highway 1, two miles north of the City of Marina, and twelve miles north of the City 
of Monterey.  The Monterey Regional Waste Management District (District) has 
owned and operated the landfill since 1966 and the MRWMDMRF since 1996. The 
current permit acreage of the landfill includes the area where the MRWMDMRF and 
the chipping and grinding operation are located. 

 
The landfill permit also includes a biosolids composting operation.  Biosolids from 
the adjacent Monterey Regional Water Pollution Control Agency treatment plant and 
other sources, including the South County Regional Wastewater Authority, are 
currently co-composted with the MRWMDMRF fines and/or green waste and wood 
waste from the chipping and grinding operation.  Biosolids are windrowed and the 
finished compost is used for landfill cover.  The chipping and grinding operation is 
currently operating under an Enforcement Agency Notification and located adjacent 
to the MRWMDMRF.  The green material is chipped, ground, screened and then sent 
to the composting activity at the landfill. 
The existing compost activity on the landfill is being expanded to allow for the 
addition of food material.  The food material will be co-composted with the biosolids, 
green material and MRWMDMRF fines. The finished compost will be sold to off-site 
customers.  Food material primarily from grocery stores and/or packaging sheds may 
be mixed with the chipped wood and green material from the chipping and grinding 
operation and may be co-composted with the biosolids.  The expected uses of the 
compost include wholesale landscape/soil blending operation, landfill cover, mine 
reclamation, flower and bulb growers, golf  courses, topdressing for athletic and 
playing fields and parks, and other local markets to be developed.   

A resale store selling salvaged items called the Last Chance Mercantile and a 
household hazardous waste collection facility are located on 9 acres approximately 
600 feet northwest of the MRWMDMRF.  This area will be removed from the 
landfill’s permitted boundary, therefore reducing the landfill permitted boundary to 
466 acres. 
Other activities on the landfill are two separately permitted composting operations 
that are operated by private companies, the Pacific Coast Soils facility (registration 
permit)  and Sun-Land Garden Products facility (standardized permit which will be 
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changed to a full permit before April 2006). 
the proposed revisions to the permit. 

Key Issues 

These activities 

the following: 
Landfill with the 

Facility and 

hours /7 days a 
Saturday 5:30 a.m. 
public hours to: 
4:30 p.m.; 

466 acres by removing 
facility and 

260 to 284 feet 
from 946 to 2,000 

from 2,700 to 3,500 
(air space) to 91 

period for the landfill 

and staff analysis 

complete and correct; 
meets the requirements 

permit is consistent 

staffs review and 

material 

will 

Monterey 
the green 

week; change 
to 5:00 

Monday 

the 
the Last 

mean 
per day 

tons 
million cubic 

composting 

not be affected by 

Regional Waste 
waste chipping 

receipt of waste 
p.m. Sunday 

— Friday 6:30 a.m. — 

activity; 
area that contains 

Chance Mercantile 

sea level; 

per day; 
yards; and 

provided: 

of Title 27, CCR, 

with and is 

of the proposed 

or 

The proposed revised permit is to allow 
• Combine of the Monterey Peninsula 

Management District Material Recovery 
and grinding operation; 

• Change the hours of operation to 24 
for franchised haulers to Monday — 
limited to special event; and change 
5:00 p.m. and Saturday 8:00 a.m. to 

• Add food material to the existing biosolids/green 
• Reduce the permitted boundary to 

the Household hazardous waste collection 
from the permitted boundary; 

• Increase the height of the landfill from 
• Change the maximum traffic volume 
• Change the maximum daily tonnage 
• Change the landfill design capacity 
• Change the estimate of the closure 

Findings - The following LEA certification 

to 2107. 

are 

analysis 

LEA Certification: 
• The permit application package is 
• The Joint Technical Document (JTD) 

Section 21600; and 
• The proposed revised solid waste facility 

supported by the existing CEQA analysis. 

Staff Analysis: 
The following table summarizes Board 
permit application package: 

27-AA-0010 
Summary of Board Findings 

Accept- 
able 

Unaccept- 
able 

To Be 
Deter- 
mined 

Not 
Applic- 

able 

See Details 
Below 

CIWMP Conformance (PRC 50001) A/ 1 

Consistency With State Minimum Standards '\I 2 
RFI Completeness '\i 4 3 

California Environmental Quality Act '\I B 

Preliminary Closure/Post-Closure Maintenance 
Plan 

'q 4 4 

Funding for Closure/Post-Closure Maintenance '\i 5 

Operating Liability '\i 5 

1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP): 
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 50001 requires that the location of any new 
or expanded disposal facility be identified in the countywide siting element (CSE) 
amendment thereto for the proposed permit. The staff of the Board's Office of 
Local Assistance (OLA) have determined that the location of the Monterey 
Peninsula Landfill is identified in the County's CSE and the location of the Material 
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changed to a full permit before April 2006).  These activities will not be affected by 
the proposed revisions to the permit.  
 
Key Issues 
The proposed revised permit is to allow the following: 
• Combine of the Monterey Peninsula Landfill with the Monterey Regional Waste 

Management District Material Recovery Facility and the green waste chipping 
and grinding operation; 

• Change the hours of operation to 24 hours /7 days a week; change receipt of waste 
for franchised haulers to Monday – Saturday 5:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Sunday 
limited to special event; and change public hours to: Monday – Friday 6:30 a.m. – 
5:00 p.m. and Saturday 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.; 

• Add food material to the existing biosolids/green material composting activity; 
• Reduce the permitted boundary to 466 acres by removing the area that contains 

the Household hazardous waste collection facility and the Last Chance Mercantile 
from the permitted boundary;  

• Increase the height of the landfill from 260 to 284 feet mean sea level; 
• Change the maximum traffic volume from 946 to 2,000 per day 
• Change the maximum daily tonnage from  2,700 to 3,500 tons per day; 
• Change the landfill design capacity (air space) to 91 million cubic yards; and 
• Change the estimate of the closure period for the landfill to 2107. 

 
 Findings - The following LEA certification and staff analysis are provided: 
LEA Certification: 
• The permit application package is complete and correct;  
• The Joint Technical Document (JTD) meets the requirements of Title 27, CCR, 

Section 21600; and  
• The proposed revised solid waste facility permit is consistent with and is 

supported by the existing CEQA analysis. 
  

Staff Analysis:  
The following table summarizes Board staff's review and analysis of the proposed 
permit application package: 

27-AA-0010 
Summary of Board Findings 

Accept-
able 

Unaccept-
able 

To Be 
Deter-
mined 

Not 
Applic-

able 

See Details 
Below 

CIWMP Conformance (PRC 50001) √    1 
Consistency With State Minimum Standards √    2 
RFI Completeness √  √  3 
California Environmental Quality Act  √    B 
Preliminary Closure/Post-Closure Maintenance 
Plan 

√ √   4 

Funding for Closure/Post-Closure Maintenance √    5 
Operating Liability √    5 

1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP):   
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 50001 requires that the location of any new 
or expanded disposal facility be identified in the countywide siting element (CSE) or 
amendment thereto for the proposed permit.   The staff of the Board’s Office of 
Local Assistance (OLA) have determined that the location of the Monterey 
Peninsula Landfill is identified in the County’s CSE and the location of the Material 
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Recovery Facility is identified in the County's Nondisposal Facility Element and, 
therefore, find that the proposed permit to be in conformance with the County's 
CSE. 

Consistency with State Minimum Standards: 
Board staff conducted an inspection at the landfill on July 6, 2005 and found that 
the Monterey Peninsula Landfill was in compliance with the applicable SMS. 

The nine violations of the SMS from 2002 to 2005 were issues related to cover, 
vector and bird, and explosive gas control requirements at the landfill. 

Board staff conducted an inspection at the MRWMDMRF and chipping and 
grinding operation on July 6, 2005 and found that the chipping and grinding 
operation had exceeded the tonnage limit for the EA notification tier, which is 200 
tons per day. Records indicated that on five days during the month of May 
tonnages ranged from 208 to 235 tons per day. The District had entered into a 
short term agreement with BFI to receive their green waste which caused the 
operation to exceed the tonnage limits The agreement ended in May 2005. 
Board staff asked the LEA to follow up on this issue to ensure the tonnages are no 
longer exceeded. Board staff will provide an update at the August 8, 2005 
Permitting and Enforcement Committee meeting. 

The four permit violations from 2002 through 2003 were for exceeding the 
permitted hours at the MRWMDMRF, exceeding the permitted tonnage and the 
improper disposal of leachate at the landfill. 

Joint Technical Document At the time this item Board had (JTD). was prepared, staff 
their the JTD. An be the Permitting not completed review of update will presented at 

and Enforcement Committee meeting on August 8, 2005. Board staff reviewed the  
JTD and found that it meets the requirements of Title 27, CCR, Section 21600. 

Closure Plan Completeness. Staff of the Board's Remediation, Closure & Technical 
Services Branch have determined that the Preliminary Closure/Post closure 
Maintenance Plans SMS Title 27 California Code are not consistent with per of 
Regulations Section 21685(b)(5). Board is the to (CCR), staff working with operator 

this issue. An be the Permitting Enforcement correct update will presented at and 
Committee meeting on August 8, 2005. Staff of the Board's Remediation, Closure &  
Technical Services Branch have determined that the Preliminary Closure/Post-closure 
Maintenance Plans are consistent with SMS per Title 27 California Code of 
Regulations (CCR), Section 21685(b)(5). 

Funding for Closure and Post-closure Maintenance and Operating Liability. Board 
staff of the Financial Assurance Section has completed a review of the financial 
assurance mechanisms for Monterey Peninsula Landfill. 

The District provides financial assurance demonstrations to the Board by maintaining a 
closure fund for the landfill, an approved pledge of revenue agreement for the 
postclosure maintenance expenses for the landfill, and a Certificate of Self-Insurance 
and Risk Management for the facility. These financial assurance demonstrations meet 
the requirements of Title 27, CCR, Sections 22241, 22245, and 22252, respectively. 
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Recovery Facility is identified in the County’s Nondisposal Facility Element and, 
therefore, find that the proposed permit to be in conformance with the County’s 
CSE. 
 

2. Consistency with State Minimum Standards:  
Board staff conducted an inspection at the landfill on July 6, 2005 and found that 
the Monterey Peninsula Landfill was in compliance with the applicable SMS.   
 
The nine violations of the SMS from 2002 to 2005 were issues related to cover, 
vector and bird, and explosive gas control requirements at the landfill.   
 
Board staff conducted an inspection at the MRWMDMRF and chipping and 
grinding operation on July 6, 2005 and found that the chipping and grinding 
operation had exceeded the tonnage limit for the EA notification tier, which is 200 
tons per day.  Records indicated that on five days during the month of May 
tonnages ranged from 208 to 235 tons per day.  The District had entered into a 
short term agreement with BFI to receive their green waste which caused the 
operation to exceed the tonnage limits.  The agreement ended in May 2005.  
Board staff asked the LEA to follow up on this issue to ensure the tonnages are no 
longer exceeded.  Board staff will provide an update at the August 8, 2005 
Permitting and Enforcement Committee meeting. 
 
The four permit violations from 2002 through 2003 were for exceeding the 
permitted hours at the MRWMDMRF, exceeding the permitted tonnage and the 
improper disposal of leachate at the landfill. 

 
3.   Joint Technical Document (JTD).  At the time this item was prepared, Board staff had 

not completed their review of the JTD.  An update will be presented at the Permitting 
and Enforcement Committee meeting on August 8, 2005.  Board staff reviewed the 
JTD and found that it meets the requirements of Title 27, CCR, Section 21600. 

 
4.   Closure Plan Completeness.  Staff of the Board’s Remediation, Closure & Technical 

Services Branch have determined that the Preliminary Closure/Post-closure 
Maintenance Plans are not consistent with SMS per Title 27 California Code of 
Regulations (CCR), Section 21685(b)(5).  Board staff is working with the operator to 
correct this issue.  An update will be presented at the Permitting and Enforcement 
Committee meeting on August 8, 2005. Staff of the Board’s Remediation, Closure & 
Technical Services Branch have determined that the Preliminary Closure/Post-closure 
Maintenance Plans are consistent with SMS per Title 27 California Code of 
Regulations (CCR), Section 21685(b)(5). 

 
5.   Funding for Closure and Post-closure Maintenance and Operating Liability.  Board 

staff of the Financial Assurance Section has completed a review of the financial 
assurance mechanisms for Monterey Peninsula Landfill. 

 
The District provides financial assurance demonstrations to the Board by maintaining a 
closure fund for the landfill, an approved pledge of revenue agreement for the 
postclosure maintenance expenses for the landfill, and a Certificate of Self-Insurance 
and Risk Management for the facility.  These financial assurance demonstrations meet 
the requirements of Title 27, CCR, Sections 22241, 22245, and 22252, respectively. 
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Based on the reported landfill capacity and closure fund balance information submitted 
by the District, the closure fund for the landfill is currently funded with an adequate 
amount as required by Section 22225 of the regulations. 

B. Environmental Issues 
1. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

State law requires compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
either through the preparation, circulation and adoption/certification of an 
environmental document and mitigation reporting or monitoring program or by 
determining that the proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt. 

The proposed permit is to combine the MRWMDMRF, chip and grind operations and 
the Monterey Peninsula Landfill operations under one permit. Currently the activities 
are operating under SWFP No. 27-AA-0080 for the MRWMDRF, SWFP No. 27-AA- 
0010 for the landfill and sludge composting facilities and a notification for the chip 
and grind operation. The Waste Management District would surrender the existing 
SWFP No. 27-AA-0080, and combine the MRWMDMRF, chip and grind operation 
and Landfill operations under a single revised SWFP No. 27-AA-0010. 

The Monterey Regional Waste Management District, acting as Lead Agency, 
submitted the following environmental documents for a combined Solid Waste 
Facility Permit (SWFP) No 27-AA-0010 at the Monterey Peninsula Landfill facility: 

• A Mitigated Negative Declaration, State Clearinghouse No. 1997031065 
was filed with the State Clearinghouse for a public review period from 
June 25, 2004 to July 26, 2004. 

• A Negative Declaration, State Clearinghouse No. 2004081071 was filed with the 
State Clearinghouse for a public review period from August 11, 2004 through 
September 9, 2004. 

• EMC Planning Group Response to Public Comments, letter dated 
September 9, 2004 

The documents above support the limits listed in this proposed combined revised 
permit. This includes: operations for a combined Solid Waste Disposal Site, 
including Transfer/Processing and Composting Facilities, which will operate 24 
hours a day, 7 days a week, receive a combined maximum tonnage of 3500 tons 
per day for all operations on site, include the addition of food waste at the 
compost facility, increase the landfill elevation to a maximum of 284 feet mean 
sea level, and allow a combined maximum of 2000 peak vehicles per day for all 
operations on site. 

The Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), Monterey County Department of Health, 
Division of Environmental Health, has provided a finding that the proposed 
SWFP is consistent with and supported by the cited environmental documents. 

Board staff recommends the environmental documents cited above as adequate 
for the Board's environmental evaluation of the proposed project for those project 
activities which are within the Board's expertise and/or powers, or which are 
required to be carried out or approved by the Board. 
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Based on the reported landfill capacity and closure fund balance information submitted 
by the District, the closure fund for the landfill is currently funded with an adequate 
amount as required by Section 22225 of the regulations. 

 
B. Environmental Issues 

1. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
State law requires compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
either through the preparation, circulation and adoption/certification of an 
environmental document and mitigation reporting or monitoring program or by 
determining that the proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt. 

The proposed permit is to combine the MRWMDMRF, chip and grind operations and 
the Monterey Peninsula Landfill operations under one permit.  Currently the activities 
are operating under SWFP No. 27-AA-0080 for the MRWMDRF, SWFP No. 27-AA-
0010 for the landfill and sludge composting facilities and a notification for the chip 
and grind operation.  The Waste Management District would surrender the existing 
SWFP No. 27-AA-0080, and combine the MRWMDMRF, chip and grind operation 
and Landfill operations under a single revised SWFP No. 27-AA-0010.  

The Monterey Regional Waste Management District, acting as Lead Agency, 
submitted the following environmental documents for a combined Solid Waste 
Facility Permit (SWFP) No 27-AA-0010 at the Monterey Peninsula Landfill facility:   

• A Mitigated Negative Declaration, State Clearinghouse No. 1997031065 
was filed with the State Clearinghouse for a public review period from  

                June 25, 2004 to July 26, 2004.   
• A Negative Declaration, State Clearinghouse No. 2004081071 was filed with the 

State Clearinghouse for a public review period from August 11, 2004 through 
September 9, 2004.   

• EMC Planning Group Response to Public Comments, letter dated 
September 9, 2004 

The documents above support the limits listed in this proposed combined revised 
permit. This includes: operations for a combined Solid Waste Disposal Site, 
including Transfer/Processing and Composting Facilities, which will operate 24 
hours a day, 7 days a week, receive a combined maximum tonnage of 3500 tons 
per day for all operations on site, include the addition of food waste at the 
compost facility, increase the landfill elevation to a maximum of 284 feet mean 
sea level, and allow a combined maximum of 2000 peak vehicles per day for all 
operations on site.  

The Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), Monterey County Department of Health, 
Division of Environmental Health, has provided a finding that the proposed 
SWFP is consistent with and supported by the cited environmental documents. 

Board staff recommends the environmental documents cited above as adequate 
for the Board's environmental evaluation of the proposed project for those project 
activities which are within the Board’s expertise and/or powers, or which are 
required to be carried out or approved by the Board. 
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C.  

D.  

E.  

F.  

G.  

2. Staff is not aware of any impacts regarding 
impacts related to this item. 

Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not 
impacts related to this item. 

Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not 
to this item. 

Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from 

Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not 

Environmental Justice 
Community Setting: 

other state agencies, or cross-media 

aware of any program or long-term 

aware of any stakeholder impacts related 

this item. 

aware of any legal issues related to this 

Landfill are primarily designated 
the Monterey County General Plan. The 

Design Control, Site Plan (PQP-D-S). 
north, a wastewater treatment plant to 

its other boundaries. A large vegetable 
one mile west of the site. The nearest 
feet west to the site. A minimum 50

between the property boundary line and 

of Census Tract 143.02 consists of 

item. 

as 
area 
The 

the 

-foot 
the 

the 

or 

Land uses surrounding the Monterey Peninsula 
Public/Quasi —Public, Waste Disposal in 
is zoned as PQP-D-S (Public/Quasi-Public, 
site is bounded by the Salinas River to the 
south, and agricultural and grazing land along 
packing operation is situated approximately 
residential structure is approximately 4,000 
wide setback is designed to be maintained 
lateral limit of waste placement. 

According to the 2000 census, the population 
following: 

US Census Bureau Data Census 2000 — 
Race, Census Tract 143.02 
County of Monterey, California 

All Ages 
Number Percent 

White 2,579 61.70 
Black or African American 321 7.7 

American Indian and Alaska Native 13 0.3 
Asian 894 21.4 

Native Hawaiian & Other Pacific Islander 71 1.7 
Some other race 25 0.6 

Two or more races 276 6.6 
Total Population 4,179 100 

13.5% of the population in Census Tract 143.02 identify themselves as Hispanic 
Latino. The median household income of the residents in 1999 was $45,145 and 
approximately 9.5% of the families were below the poverty level. 
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2. Staff is not aware of any impacts regarding other state agencies, or cross-media 

impacts related to this item. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program or long-term 
impacts related to this item. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 
 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting: 
Land uses surrounding the Monterey Peninsula Landfill are primarily designated as 
Public/Quasi –Public, Waste Disposal in the Monterey County General Plan.  The area 
is zoned as PQP-D-S (Public/Quasi-Public, Design Control, Site Plan (PQP-D-S).  The 
site is bounded by the Salinas River to the north, a wastewater treatment plant to the 
south, and agricultural and grazing land along its other boundaries.  A large vegetable 
packing operation is situated approximately one mile west of the site.  The nearest 
residential structure is approximately 4,000 feet west to the site.  A minimum 50-foot 
wide setback is designed to be maintained between the property boundary line and the 
lateral limit of waste placement. 
 
According to the 2000 census, the population of Census Tract 143.02 consists of the 
following: 

All Ages US Census Bureau Data Census 2000 – 
Race, Census Tract 143.02 
County of  Monterey, California 

Number Percent 

White 2,579 61.70 
Black or African American 321 7.7 

American Indian and Alaska Native 13 0.3 
Asian 894 21.4 

Native Hawaiian & Other Pacific Islander 71 1.7 
Some other race 25 0.6 

Two or more races 276 6.6 
Total Population 4,179 100 

13.5% of the population in Census Tract 143.02 identify themselves as Hispanic or 
Latino.  The median household income of the residents in 1999 was $45,145 and 
approximately 9.5% of the families were below the poverty level. 
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Community Outreach: 
On April 15, 2005, the LEA held a public hearing, according to the requirements of 
AB 1497. The LEA reported that five members of the public attended and no 
comments were received during the hearing. 

Environmental Justice Issues: 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this project. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
Staff work on new or revised solid waste facility permits is completed as part of 
Goal 4: Managing and mitigating the impacts of solid waste on public health and 
safety and the environment and promoting integrated and consistent permitting, 
inspection, and enforcement efforts. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Site Location Map 
2. Site Plan 
3. Proposed Permit Number. 27-AA-0010 
4. Resolution Number 2005-221 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Beatrice C. Poroli Phone: (916) 341-6411 
B. Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Board staff is unaware of any specific written support for this item. 
B. Opposition 

Staff has not received any written opposition regarding this agenda item. 
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Community Outreach: 
On April 15, 2005, the LEA held a public hearing, according to the requirements of 
AB 1497.  The LEA reported that five members of the public attended and no 
comments were received during the hearing. 
  
Environmental Justice Issues: 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this project. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
Staff work on new or revised solid waste facility permits is completed as part of  
Goal 4:  Managing and mitigating the impacts of solid waste on public health and 
safety and the environment and promoting integrated and consistent permitting, 
inspection, and enforcement efforts. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Site Location Map 
2.  Site Plan 
3.  Proposed Permit Number. 27-AA-0010 
4.  Resolution Number 2005-221 

 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Beatrice C. Poroli Phone:  (916) 341-6411 
B. Legal Staff:  Michael Bledsoe Phone:  (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Board staff is unaware of any specific written support for this item.  
B. Opposition 

Staff has not received any written opposition regarding this agenda item. 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 31 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

27-AA-0010 
I. Name and Street Address of Facility: 

Monterey Peninsula Landfill 
14201 Del Monte Boulevard 
Marina, CA 93933 

2. Name and Mailing Address of Operator: 

Monterey Regional Waste Management District 
(MRWMD) 
14201 Del Monte Boulevard 
Marina, CA 93933 

3. Name and Mailing Address of Owner: 

MRWMD 
14201 Del Monte Boulevard 
Marina, CA 93933 

4. Specifications: 

a. Permitted Operations: al  Solid Waste Disposal Site ❑ Transformation Facility 

►4 Transfer/Processing Facility 
❑ Other: 

Ig) Composting Facility (Sludge & Food Material) 

Facility Hours of Operation: 
b. Permitted Hours of Operation: 

24 hous a day 7 days per week 

Receipt of Refuse/Waste, Recyclables & Cover Material: 

Franchised Haulers: Mon - Sat 5:30 am — 5:00 pm Sunday Limited to Special Events 
General Public: Mon - Fri 6:30 am — 5:00 pm & Saturday 8:00 am — 4:30 pm 

c. Permitted Maximum Tonnage: 3500 Tons per day 

d. Permitted Maximum Traffic Volume: 2000 Peak Vehicles per day 

e. Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing EA and CIWMB validations): 

Total Disposal Transfer/Processing Composting Transformation 

Permitted Area (in acres) 466 315 15 10 N/A 

Design Capacity (cubic yds) 91 Million yd3  1500 TPD 72,000 yd3  N/A 

Max. Elevation (Ft. MSL) 
...,.. 284 

. ... 
Max. Depth (Ft. MSL) 

. ..3„--, 
10-28 

Estimated Closure Year 
— -z -• 

Feb 2107 
— '' 

Upon a significant change in design or operation from tha described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension. The attached 
permit findings and conditions arc integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permit. 

5. Approval: 

Allen J. Stroh, REHS, MPA 
Director of Environmental Health 

6. Enforcement Agency Name and Address: 
County of Monterey, Department of Health 
Division of Environmental Health 
1270 Natividad Road, Room 301 
Salinas. CA 93906-3198 

7. Date Received by CIWMB: 

JUL 0 8 2005 

8. CIWMB Concurrence Date: 

9. Permit Issued Date: 10. Permit Review Due Date: 11. Owner/Operator Transfer Date: 

N/A 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

27-AA-0010 
12. Legal Description of Facility: 14201 Del Monte Blvd, Marina, CA (Sections 16, 17, 20 & 21 of Township 14S, Range 2E, MDBM) 

13. Findings: 

a. This permit is consistent with the Monterey County Integrated Waste Management Plan, which was approved by California 
Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) in 1997. The location of the facility is identified in the County-Wide Siting 
Element for Monterey County, pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC), Section 5000I(a). 

b. This permit is consistent with the standards adopted by the CIWMB, pursuant to PRC 44010. 

c. The design and operation of the facility is consistent with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal 
as determined by the enforcement agency, pursuant to PRC 44009. 

d. The City of Marina Department of Public Safety has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire 
standards, pursuant to PRC 44151. 

c. The Monterey County Planning Commission, through approval of Conditional Use Permit PC93.125, has found the facility to 
be consistent with the Land Use Plan Designation and the Land Use Policies for the property under the Greater Monterey 
Peninsula Area Plan, as required by the Public Resources Code, Section 5000.5(a). 

f. CEQA: These CEQA documents describe and support the design and operation that will be authorized by the issuance of this 
permit. 

i. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH # 2004081071) & (SCH# 
1997031065). The MRWMD certified the MND on September 17, 2004. This MND evaluated increases in vehicle trips, 
increases in tonnage, increased height of the landfill, changes to operating hours of waste acceptance and processing, add 
food composting and combining of the landfill, material recovery facility, chipping and grinding into a single permit. 
Technical Addendums were completed to clarify hours of operation in February 2002, out of county waste on July 10, 2002 
and increased tonnage on April 15, 2004 The Notice of Determination was filed on September 22, 2004. 

ii. A Negative Declaration (SCI! #98081054) was adopted by the MRWI1V on October 16, 1998 for the dewatered sewage 
sludge composting project on the landfill to create compost for intermediate and final cover for the landfill. 

iii. A Negative Declaration (SCH#1997031065) was adopted by MRWMD on June 20, 1997 to formalize landfill operating 
hours, allow short term stockpiling of dewatercd sludge, revise interim elevation of Modules I, 2 and 3, revise filling 
sequence, use alternative daily covers, revise refuse to cover ratio, revise final grade of interior areas, revise landfill buffer 
area, revise excavation plan, and allow continuation and expansion of sand exportation. 

14. Prohibitions: The permittee is prohibited from accepting the following wastes: 
Hazardous, radioactive, dead animals, medical (as defined in Chapter 6.1, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code), liquid, 
designated, or other wastes requiring special treatment or handling, except as identified in the Joint Tec Doc and approved 
amendments thereto and as approved by the enforcement agency and other federal, state, and local agencies. 

15. The following documents describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility: 
• 

Date Date 

Report of Disposal Site Information & Amendment JTD 7/05 Operating Liability Certification 12/03 

Preliminary Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plan 5/04 Closure Financial Assurance Documentation 5/05 

Land Usc Composting and Recycling Permit No. 
0.965090PC 

Land Use/Conditional Usc Permit (No. 1165) 

3/97 

3/64 

Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control Dist. 
(MBUAPCD) Permit 10880, 12055,12056, 12057 

MBUAPCD Permit to Operate No. TV 20-01 

12/04 

10/01 

Mitigated Negative Declaration SCH # 1997031065 / 
#2004081071 

EMC Response to Public Comments Letter 

Mitigated Neg. Dec./Addendum SCH # 98081054 

9/22/04 

9/9/04  

2/94 2/96 

California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(CRWQCB) Cleanup and Abatement Order # 

CRWQCB Waste Discharge Requirements # 00- 
103 

CRWQCB Revised Discharge 00-103 (3- 

11/02 

12/00 

2/05 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

27-AA-0010 

16. Self Monitoring: The owner/operator shall submit the results of all self-monitoring programs to the Enforcement Agency within 30 
days of the end of the reporting period. 

Program Reporting Frequency 

The Monitoring Report containing the following information shall be prepared and submitted: See letter n. 

a. Area of the landfill that was utilized for disposal Quarterly 

b. Daily and monthly totals of all waste, material types and quantities (in tons) in the following categories: 
• Waste to landfill (municipal, residential, industrial, agricultural, construction and demolition debris) 

• Waste to MRF 

• Problem waste (field plastic, oversize waste-telephone poles, stumps, boats, etc) 

• Dewatered WWTP sludge to disposal 

• Dewatered WWTP sludge to diversion 

• Food material for composting 

• Number of tons of ADC from MRF to landfill 

Monthly 

c. The number and types of vehicles using the facility per day. Monthly 

d. Results of the hazardous waste load checking program, including the quantities and types of hazardous 
wastes, medical wastes or otherwise prohibited wastes found in the waste stream and the disposition of 
these materials. 

Quarterly 

e. A summary of the Log of Special Occurrences and a copy of all written comptiiints (condition 17b) 
regarding this facility and the operator's actions taken to resolve complaints. 

Quarterly 

f. A copy of the Landfill Monitory Report Letter submitted to the Regional Water Quality Control Board Quarterly 

g. Results of the landfill gas-monitoring program. Quarterly 

h. Groundwater and leachate analyzed for lead Semi-annual 

i. Fill sequencing plan for the forthcoming year. Due February 1st 

j. Remaining site capacity. Due February 1st 

I. Landfill gas monitoring/alarm system shall be maintained and tested. Due February 1st 

• 

m. Samples for pathogen reduction and metal concentration shall be taken according to guidelines set forth 
in Title 14, Chapter 3.1, Article 7, Sections 17868.1 and .2 

Monthly for all 
finished composted 

material 

n. By February 1 of each year, an annual report shall be submitted to the EA indicating the 
wastes (in tons and cubic yards) received during the preceding year, the total remaining refuse 
tons and cubic yards), and a cross-section map showing elevations of all disposal area. The 
report shall be submitted in accordance with the following schedule unless otherwise directed 

Repor ting Pei iml Due Date 

total quantities of 
capacity (in 

monitoring 
by the EA: 

As specified 

January through June August lu  
July through December February I" 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

27-AA-0010 

17. Enforcement Agency (LEA) Condition: 

a. The facility shall comply with all terms and conditions specified in this permit. 

b. This permit supersedes all previous Solid Waste Facility Permits for this site. 

c. This facility shall comply with all federal, state and local requirements and enactments, including all mitigation measures given 
in the Mitigated Negative Declaration and all administration-enforcement orders of all regulatory agencies with jurisdiction at 
the facility. 

d. A copy of this permit. JTD, and all LEA and CIWMA inspection reports shall be maintained at the facility. 

e. Thc operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for solid waste handling and disposal as specified in Title 14 and 
Title 27 of the California Code of Regulations, to include but not limited to: Proper application of cover to the operating face in 
accordance with 27 CCR §20670 et seq. 

f. Any change that would cause the design or operation of the facility not to conform to the terms and conditions of this permit is 
prohibited. Such a change may be considered a significant change, requiring a permit revision. In no case shall the operator 
implement any change without first submitting a written notice of the proposed change, in the form of an RFI 
amendment, to the LEA at least 180 days in advance of the change. 

g. Additional information concerning the design and operation of the facility shall be furnished upon request and within the time 
frame specified by the LEA. 

h. The LEA reserves the right to suspend or modify waste receiving and handling operations when deemed necessary due to an 
emergency, a potential health hazard, or the creation of a public nuisance. 

i. During hours of operation where the faculty of sight is compromised temporary or permanent lighting apparatus shall be 
employed to ensure individual health and safety and proper facility management. 

j. The operator shall maintain a log of special/unusual occurrences. This log shall include, but is not limited to, fires, explosions, 
the discharge and disposition of hazardous or un-pennitted wastes, significant injuries, and accidents or property damage. 
Each log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of any actions taken by the operator to mitigate the occurrence. The log 
shall be available to site personnel and the EA at all times. Notifications to the EA of spccial/unusual occurrences and written 
complaints shall be made within 48 hours of occurrence. 

k. The facility shall not receive more than the maximum permitted daily tonnage (4.c) without a revision of this permit. 

I. The facility shall not receive more than the maximum permitted daily traffic volume (4 d) without a revision of this permit. 

m. This facility is permitted, unless other wise specified in this permit, to accept the following types of non-hazardous solid waste: 
residential, commercial, industrial, agricultural, construction demolition, mixed municipal, governmental, tires, and wetted 
double-bagged non-friable asbestos (under 1 yd3). (50% solids liquid waste) 

n. Processed green waste may be used as ADC when deemed appropriate and in compliance with all local, state, and federal 
regulations. The accumulation of green waste must not interfere with the operation of the facility or pose a threat to individual 
health and safety. 

o. This permit is subject to review by the EA and may be suspended, revoked, or revised at any time for sufficient cause. 

p. The acceptance and handling of the Fort Ord special waste material is not to begin until, all pertinent permits and approvals are 
received in writing from the appropriate agencies. An application for a RFI amendment shall be submitted to the LEA to be 
evaluated and approved by the LEA and may result a revision of this permit 
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Attachment 3 

Facility ?cumber: 

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 27-AA-0010 
7. Enforcement Agency (LEA) Conditions continues: 

q. The operator shall conduct composting site operations as outlined in Title 14, Chapter 3.1, Articles 6 through 8 The 
operations shall pay particular attention to the following onsite activities: 

1) Maintaining windrows in an aerobic condition 
2) Maintaining windrow moisture content between 45 and 60 percent 
3) Maintaining adequate windrow temperatures throughout pathogen reduction period 
4) Controlling dust through routine application of water 
5) Windrows shall not be turned during periods of winds greater than 30 miles per hour 
6) Issuing personal protection equipment (dust masks) to personnel in dose contact with composting materials 
7) For food material composting, only 20 tons of food material plus bulking agent can be composted per day 

r. Compost windrows shall be constructed and handled in such a manner that limits the attraction of animals, birds and vectors 
to the site. Also be handled in such a manner that does not create a public nuisance with offsite odor impacts to the 
surrounding neighborhoods. 

s. Chipped wood and green material may be applied for ADC up to five days per workweek and cannot be used in wet weather; 
soil or synthetic tarps will be used on other days. 

t. MRF lines that are used as ADC must adhere to the standards set forth in the requirements established at the conclusion of 
the ADC demonstration in 1997 and specified in the HD. 

n. The accumulation of green waste must not interfere with the operation of the facility. Putrescible material for recycling must 
be processed and used on-site for beneficial use or removed offsite If removed offsite, comply with 14 CCR, state minimum 
standards for coropostable materials handling. Processed green waste may be used on-site as deemed appropriate and in 
compliance with all local, state, and federal regulations. 

v.  Vector controls, specifically seagulls, are to be controlled and deterred 'tiy using the industry's best available control 
technology in accordance with 27 CCR Article 2, Section 21600 (b)(8)(E). 

w.  When recycled material bins are full, they shall be removed within 60 days. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-221 (Revised) 

Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Facility/Compostable 
Material Handling/Transfer/Processing Station) For The Monterey Peninsula Landfill, Monterey 
County 

WHEREAS, the County of Monterey Department of Health, Division of Environmental Health, as 
the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), has submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, 
or objection to, a revised full solid waste facility permit for Monterey Peninsula Landfill; and 

WHEREAS, the Monterey Regional Waste Management District (District) as the owner/operator, 
proposes to make the following changes: combine the landfill, material recovery facility and chipping 
and grinding operation; modify the days and hours of operation; add a food material composting 
activity; reduce the permitted boundary to 466 acres; increase the height of the landfill to 284 feet 
mean sea level, increase the traffic to 2,000 vehicles per day; increase tonnage to 3,500 per day; and 
change the estimated closure date to 2107; and 

WHEREAS, the District, acting as the Lead Agency, submitted the following environmental 
documents for the project: 1. a Mitigated Negative Declaration, State Clearinghouse No. 1997031065 
filed with the State Clearinghouse for a public review period from June 25, 2004 to July 26, 2004; 2. a 
Negative Declaration, State Clearinghouse No. 2004081071, filed with the State Clearinghouse for a 
public review period from August 11, 2004 through September 9, 2004; and 3. EMC Planning Group 
Response to Public Comments letter dated September 9, 2004, to comply with the requirements of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and 

WHEREAS, the LEA has certified that the application package is complete and correct, and the 
CEQA documents that were prepared for the project support the changes proposed in the revised full 
solid waste facility permit; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed permit is consistent with the California Environmental 
Quality Act; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for consistency with the standards 
adopted by the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that local for the have have all state and requirements proposed permit 
net been met, including compliance with CEQA, consistency with Board standards, conformance with 
the County Integrated Waste Management Plan; and 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-221 (Revised) 
Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Facility/Compostable 
Material Handling/Transfer/Processing Station)  For The Monterey Peninsula Landfill, Monterey 
County 
 
WHEREAS,  the County of  Monterey Department of Health, Division of Environmental Health, as 
the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), has submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, 
or objection to, a revised full solid waste facility permit for Monterey Peninsula Landfill; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Monterey Regional Waste Management District (District) as the owner/operator, 
proposes to make the following changes: combine the landfill, material recovery facility and chipping 
and grinding operation; modify the days and hours of operation; add a food material composting 
activity; reduce the permitted boundary to 466 acres; increase the height of the landfill to 284 feet 
mean sea level, increase the traffic to 2,000 vehicles per day; increase tonnage to 3,500 per day; and 
change the estimated closure date to 2107; and 
 
WHEREAS, the District, acting as the Lead Agency, submitted the following environmental 
documents for the project: 1. a Mitigated Negative Declaration, State Clearinghouse No. 1997031065 
filed with the State Clearinghouse for a public review period from June 25, 2004 to July 26, 2004; 2. a 
Negative Declaration, State Clearinghouse No. 2004081071, filed with the State Clearinghouse for a 
public review period from August 11, 2004 through September 9, 2004;  and 3. EMC Planning Group 
Response to Public Comments letter dated September 9, 2004, to comply with the requirements of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and 
 
WHEREAS,  the LEA has certified that the application package is complete and correct, and the 
CEQA documents that were prepared for the project support the changes proposed in the revised full 
solid waste facility permit; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed permit is consistent with the California Environmental 
Quality Act; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for consistency with the standards 
adopted by the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local requirements for the proposed permit have have 
not been met, including compliance with CEQA, consistency with Board standards, conformance with 
the County Integrated Waste Management Plan; and 
 
 

(over) 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
to the issuance of the Solid Waste Facility Permit No. 27-AA-0010. concurs with objects 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that 
regularly adopted at a meeting 

the foregoing is a full, true, 
of the California Integrated 

and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
Waste Management Board held on August 

16-17, 2005 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
concurs with objects to the issuance of the Solid Waste Facility Permit No. 27-AA-0010. 

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August 
16-17, 2005 
Dated:   
 
 
 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 32 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Station) For 
The Lovelace Transfer Station, San Joaquin County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
1. This item requests Board concurrence on the revised Lovelace Transfer Station solid 

waste facilities permit. 
2. Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar days to 

concur in or object to the issuance of a full solid waste facilities permit. A proposed 
permit for this facility was submitted to the Board on July 5, 2005. The date for 
submittal of a proposed permit that would allow a full 60 days for Board review prior to 
the August Board meeting was June 18, 2005. The Board has until September 3, 2005, 
to act on this permit. When the proposed permit package was received, the package 
contained all of the items required in Title 27, CCR, Section 21685. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
• The Board concurred with a new permit for the facility in 1994. 
• Compliance History: 

2000 - 0 State Minimum Standard (SMS) violations 
2001 - 0 SMS violations 
2002 - 0 SMS violations 
2003 - 0 SMS violations 
2004 - 0 SMS violations 
2005 - 4 SMS violations (January through June) 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to do one of the following: 
1. Concur in the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the local enforcement 

agency (LEA). 
2. Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA and direct 

staff to inform the LEA in writing of the reason for objection. 
3. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. If the Board 

chooses this option, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance of 
the proposed permit 60 days after the Board's receipt of the permit. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommend that the Board adopt option one, concur in the issuance of the proposed 
permit as submitted by the LEA. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Facility Name: Lovelace Transfer Station 
Facility No. 39-AA-0008 

Facility Type: Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility 
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Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Station) For 
The Lovelace Transfer Station, San Joaquin County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
1. This item requests Board concurrence on the revised Lovelace Transfer Station solid 

waste facilities permit. 
2. Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar days to 

concur in or object to the issuance of a full solid waste facilities permit.  A proposed 
permit for this facility was submitted to the Board on July 5, 2005.  The date for 
submittal of a proposed permit that would allow a full 60 days for Board review prior to 
the August Board meeting was June 18, 2005.  The Board has until September 3, 2005, 
to act on this permit.  When the proposed permit package was received, the package 
contained all of the items required in Title 27, CCR, Section 21685. 

 
II. ITEM HISTORY 

• The Board concurred with a new permit for the facility in 1994. 
• Compliance History: 

2000 - 0 State Minimum Standard (SMS) violations 
2001 - 0 SMS violations 
2002 - 0 SMS violations 
2003 - 0 SMS violations 
2004 - 0 SMS violations 
2005 - 4 SMS violations (January through June) 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to do one of the following: 
1. Concur in the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the local enforcement 

agency (LEA). 
2. Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA and direct 

staff to inform the LEA in writing of the reason for objection. 
3. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.  If the Board 

chooses this option, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance of 
the proposed permit 60 days after the Board’s receipt of the permit. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommend that the Board adopt option one, concur in the issuance of the proposed 
permit as submitted by the LEA. 

V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Facility Name:  Lovelace Transfer Station  
Facility No. 39-AA-0008 

 
Facility Type:  Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility 
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Location: 2323 Lovelace Road, Manteca, California 

Setting: The surrounding land use to the north, west and east is 
agricultural, primarily for vineyards and nut groves. The 
nearest residence is located on an agricultural parcel within 
300 feet of the facility. 

Operational Status: Active, permit issued in 1994 

Current Acreage: 15 acres 

Current Hours of Waste Receipt: 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Waste Processing: 6:00 
a.m. to 6:00 p.m., 7 days per week 

Current tonnage: 1,300 tons per day 

Current Traffic 
Volume: 478 vehicles per day 

Proposed Traffic 
Volume 1,280 vehicles per day 

Operator/Owner: San Joaquin County 
Department of Public Works 

LEA: San Joaquin County 
Environmental Health Department 

Background 
The Lovelace Transfer Station is a large volume materials recovery and 
transfer/processing facility located in the unincorporated area of San Joaquin County 
north of the City of Manteca. The facility began operating in the 1960's as a 
privately owned and operated transfer facility that consisted of an open area for 
dumping and transferring of solid waste. During the late 1970's, the County of San 
Joaquin acquired ownership and became operator of the facility. In 1994, the facility 
expanded with the construction of a 120,000 square foot metal building and added 
areas for processing recyclable materials. 

In 1994 an environmental impact report was completed for the permitting of the 
facility. A traffic study was included in the environmental impact report. The traffic 
study analyzed traffic loads through the year 2010. When the full solid waste 
facilities permit was written in 1994, using information from the certified 
environmental impact report, commercial packer trucks were not included as part of 
the permitted maximum number of vehicles. This permit revision will change the 
permitted traffic volume to that which was analyzed in the environmental impact 
report. 

It was not until a September 2004 routine monthly inspection of the facility by the 
LEA that the discrepancy between the permitted traffic volume and the actual vehicle 
count was noted. During the previous monthly inspections, the traffic logs that the 
LEA reviewed did not count commercial packer trucks and thus the total daily count 
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Location:   2323 Lovelace Road, Manteca, California 
 

Setting: The surrounding land use to the north, west and east is 
agricultural, primarily for vineyards and nut groves.  The 
nearest residence is located on an agricultural parcel within 
300 feet of the facility. 

 
Operational Status: Active, permit issued in 1994 

 
Current Acreage:  15 acres 

 
Current Hours of  Waste Receipt: 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Waste Processing: 6:00 

a.m. to 6:00 p.m., 7 days per week 
 

Current tonnage:  1,300 tons per day   
 

Current Traffic 
Volume:  478 vehicles per day 

 
Proposed Traffic 
Volume  1,280 vehicles per day 

 
Operator/Owner:  San Joaquin County 

    Department of Public Works 
    

LEA:   San Joaquin County 
Environmental Health Department 

 
Background 
The Lovelace Transfer Station is a large volume materials recovery and 
transfer/processing facility located in the unincorporated area of San Joaquin County 
north of the City of Manteca.  The facility began operating in the 1960’s as a 
privately owned and operated transfer facility that consisted of an open area for 
dumping and transferring of solid waste.  During the late 1970’s, the County of San 
Joaquin acquired ownership and became operator of the facility.  In 1994, the facility 
expanded with the construction of a 120,000 square foot metal building and added 
areas for processing recyclable materials.   

 
In 1994 an environmental impact report was completed for the permitting of the 
facility.  A traffic study was included in the environmental impact report.  The traffic 
study analyzed traffic loads through the year 2010.  When the full solid waste 
facilities permit was written in 1994, using information from the certified 
environmental impact report, commercial packer trucks were not included as part of 
the permitted maximum number of vehicles.  This permit revision will change the 
permitted traffic volume to that which was analyzed in the environmental impact 
report.  
 
It was not until a September 2004 routine monthly inspection of the facility by the 
LEA that the discrepancy between the permitted traffic volume and the actual vehicle 
count was noted.  During the previous monthly inspections, the traffic logs that the 
LEA reviewed did not count commercial packer trucks and thus the total daily count 
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of vehicles did not exceed the permit limit When the LEA asked to see the traffic 
count was in excess of the 

environmental documents and the 
higher traffic volume had been 

inspection report, the LEA 
permit application in order to 

analyzed in the environmental 

change: 
478 to 1,280 vehicles per day; and 

Report. 

correct; 
the requirements of Title 14, CCR, 

supported by existing California 

and analysis of the proposed 

Processing 

and 

review 

counts for all vehicles using the facility, 
permitted traffic volume. The LEA reviewed 
traffic study for the facility and determined 

the vehicle 
the 

that a 
of the monthly 

waste facilities 
that was 

following 
from 

meets 

and is 

analyzed for. In November 2004, as part 
requested the operator to submit a solid 
revise the permit to match traffic volume 
impact report. 

Key Issues 
The proposed revised permit is to allow the 
• Increase the maximum vehicles per day 
• Incorporate amendments to the Transfer 

LEA Certification: 
The LEA has indicated the following: 
• The permit application package is complete 
• The Transfer Processing Report (TPR) 

Section 18221.6; and 
• The proposed permit is consistent with 

Environmental Quality Act analysis. 

Staff Analysis: 
The following table summarizes Board staffs 
permit application package: 

39-AA-0008 

Summary of Board Findings 

Accept- 
able 

Unaccept- 
able 

To Be 
Deter- 
mined 

Not 
Applic- 

able 

See Details Below 

CIWMP Conformance (PRC 50001) A/ 1 

Consistency With State Minimum Standards Al 2 

TPR Completeness '\I 3 

California Environmental Quality Act '\I B 

1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP): 

Public Resources Code Section 50001 requires 
facility to be identified in the applicable jurisdiction's 
Element (NDFE) for the proposed permit for 
with the NDFE. 

The Lovelace Transfer Station is identified in 
Local Assistance staff therefore finds the proposed 
with the County's NDFE. 

2. Consistency with State Minimum Standards: 

any new or expanded nondisposal 
Nondisposal Facility 

that facility to be in conformance 

the County's NDFE. The Office of 
permit to be in conformance 

of the facility on July 13, 2005 and 
were in compliance with the 

June 2005, were for dust control, 
control and personnel health and 

Board staff conducted a pre-permit inspection 
found that the facility's design and operations 
applicable State Minimum Standards. 

The four violations cited between January and 
solid waste removal, vector, bird and animal 
safety. 
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of vehicles did not exceed the permit limit.  When the LEA asked to see the traffic 
counts for all vehicles using the facility, the vehicle count was in excess of the 
permitted traffic volume.  The LEA reviewed the environmental documents and the 
traffic study for the facility and determined that a higher traffic volume had been 
analyzed for.  In November 2004, as part of the monthly inspection report, the LEA 
requested the operator to submit a solid waste facilities permit application in order to 
revise the permit to match traffic volume that was analyzed in the environmental 
impact report. 

 
Key Issues 
The proposed revised permit is to allow the following change: 
• Increase the maximum vehicles per day from 478 to 1,280 vehicles per day; and 
• Incorporate amendments to the Transfer Processing Report.  

 
LEA Certification: 
The LEA has indicated the following: 
• The permit application package is complete and correct;  
• The Transfer Processing Report (TPR) meets the requirements of Title 14, CCR, 

Section 18221.6; and  
• The proposed permit is consistent with and is supported by existing California 

Environmental Quality Act analysis. 
 

Staff Analysis:  
The following table summarizes Board staff's review and analysis of the proposed 
permit application package: 

39-AA-0008 
Summary of Board Findings 

Accept-
able 

Unaccept-
able 

To Be 
Deter-
mined 

Not 
Applic-

able 

See Details Below

CIWMP Conformance (PRC 50001) √    1 

Consistency With State Minimum Standards √    2 

TPR Completeness √    3 

California Environmental Quality Act  √    B 

1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP):   
Public Resources Code Section 50001 requires any new or expanded nondisposal 
facility to be identified in the applicable jurisdiction's Nondisposal Facility 
Element (NDFE) for the proposed permit for that facility to be in conformance 
with the NDFE.   

The Lovelace Transfer Station is identified in the County’s NDFE.  The Office of 
Local Assistance staff therefore finds the proposed permit to be in conformance 
with the County’s NDFE. 

2. Consistency with State Minimum Standards:  
Board staff conducted a pre-permit inspection of the facility on July 13, 2005 and 
found that the facility’s design and operations were in compliance with the 
applicable State Minimum Standards. 
 
The four violations cited between January and June 2005, were for dust control, 
solid waste removal, vector, bird and animal control and personnel health and 
safety.  
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The operator corrected the violations by installing additional dust control 
measures, removing the solid waste within 48 hours from the time of receipt, 
adding vector control traps and modifying the facility's operational procedures to 
better protect personnel health and safety. 

3. TPR Completeness: 
Board staff have reviewed the Transfer/Processing Report and determined the 
document meets the requirement of Title 14, CCR, section 18221.6. 

B. Environmental Issues 
State law requires compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) either through the preparation, circulation and adoption/certification of an 
environmental document and mitigation reporting or monitoring program or by 
determining that the proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt. 

The County of San Joaquin Department of Public Works, acting as Lead Agency, 
prepared and circulated the following environmental document for the Lovelace 
Transfer Station. 

An Environmental Impact Report (EIR), State Clearinghouse (SCH) No. 1992092072 
was circulated for a 45-day review period from April 28, 1993 to June 11, 1993. The 
EIR supports the proposed permitted maximum vehicles of 1,280 vehicles per day. 

The EIR was certified by the San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors on July 15, 
1993. A Notice of Determination was filed by the CIWMB on April 5, 1994, after 
the Board concurred on the issuance of the solid waste facilities permit. 

The San Joaquin County Local Enforcement Agency provided a finding that the 
proposed Solid Waste Facilities Permit is consistent with and supported by the cited 
environmental document. 

Board staff reviewed the environmental documents relative to CEQA guidelines 
section 15162 and have concluded that there is no substantial evidence that additional 
CEQA is required. 

Board staff recommends the Environmental Impact Report as cited above is adequate 
for the Board's environmental evaluation of the proposed project for those project 
activities which are within the Board's expertise and/or powers, or which are required 
to be carried out or approved by the Board. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program impacts related to 
this item. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 
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The operator corrected the violations by installing additional dust control 
measures, removing the solid waste within 48 hours from the time of receipt, 
adding vector control traps and modifying the facility’s operational procedures to 
better protect personnel health and safety. 

 
3.  TPR Completeness: 

Board staff have reviewed the Transfer/Processing Report and determined the 
document meets the requirement of Title 14, CCR, section 18221.6.  

 
B. Environmental Issues 

State law requires compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) either through the preparation, circulation and adoption/certification of an 
environmental document and mitigation reporting or monitoring program or by 
determining that the proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt. 
The County of San Joaquin Department of Public Works, acting as Lead Agency, 
prepared and circulated the following environmental document for the Lovelace 
Transfer Station. 

An Environmental Impact Report (EIR), State Clearinghouse (SCH) No. 1992092072 
was circulated for a 45-day review period from April 28, 1993 to June 11, 1993.  The 
EIR supports the proposed permitted maximum vehicles of 1,280 vehicles per day.  

The EIR was certified by the San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors on July 15, 
1993.  A Notice of Determination was filed by the CIWMB on April 5, 1994, after 
the Board concurred on the issuance of the solid waste facilities permit. 

The San Joaquin County Local Enforcement Agency provided a finding that the 
proposed Solid Waste Facilities Permit is consistent with and supported by the cited 
environmental document. 

Board staff reviewed the environmental documents relative to CEQA guidelines 
section 15162 and have concluded that there is no substantial evidence that additional 
CEQA is required. 

Board staff recommends the Environmental Impact Report as cited above is adequate 
for the Board's environmental evaluation of the proposed project for those project 
activities which are within the Board’s expertise and/or powers, or which are required 
to be carried out or approved by the Board. 
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program impacts related to 
this item. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 
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E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F.  

G.  

H.  

Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not 

Environmental Justice 
Community Setting: 

aware of any legal issues related to this 

and east is agricultural and primarily 
residence is located on an agricultural 

of Census Tract 51.18 consists of 

item. 

used 

the 

for 
a 

of 

and 

The surrounding land use to the north, west 
for vineyards and nut groves. The nearest 
parcel within 300 feet from the facility. 

According to the 2000 census, the population 
following: 

US Census Bureau Data Census 2000 — 
Census Tract 51.18, San Joaquin, 
California 

All Ages 
Number Percent 

White 5,051 75.5 
Black or African American 153 2.3 

American Indian and Alaska Native 97 1.4 
Asian 309 4.6 

Native Hawaiian & Other Pacific Islander 41 0.6 
Some other race 611 9.2 

Two or more races 428 6.4 
Total Population 6,690 100 

Of the total population in Census Tract 51.18, 
or Latino. The median household income 
of the families below the poverty level. 

Community Outreach: 

20.0% identify 
per the 2000 census 

held a public hearing, 
comments regarding 

themselves as Hispanic 
is $60,874 with 3.3% 

according to the 
the application 
were notified and 

No members of the 

environmental justice issues 

mitigate the impacts 
and promote 

efforts by 
of a permit 

consistent and effective 
with federal 

in a permit 

On March 16, 2005 at 2:30 p.m., the LEA 
requirements of AB 1497, to receive public 
the permit revision. All residents within 
hearing notice was placed in the Stockton 
public attended the hearing. 

Environmental Justice Issues: 

300 feet of the property 
Record newspaper. 

aware of any 

4: Manage and 
and the environment 

inspection, and enforcement 
with the LEA enforcement 

values and ethics. 

1: Through 
ensure compliance 

by concurring 

Based on available information, staff is not 
related to this project 

2001 Strategic Plan 

1. This item supports Strategic Plan goal 
solid waste on public health and safety 
integrated and consistent permitting, 
acknowledging through cooperation 
consistent with current environmental 

2. This item supports Strategic Plan objective 
enforcement or other appropriate measures, 
State waste management laws and regulations 
consistent with current statute and legislation. 
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E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 
 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item.

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting: 
The surrounding land use to the north, west and east is agricultural and primarily used 
for vineyards and nut groves.  The nearest residence is located on an agricultural 
parcel within 300 feet from the facility. 
 
According to the 2000 census, the population of Census Tract 51.18 consists of the 
following:  

All Ages US Census Bureau Data Census 2000 – 
Census Tract 51.18, San Joaquin, 
California 

Number Percent 

White 5,051 75.5 
Black or African American 153 2.3 

American Indian and Alaska Native 97 1.4 
Asian 309 4.6 

Native Hawaiian & Other Pacific Islander 41 0.6 
Some other race 611 9.2 

Two or more races 428 6.4 
Total Population 6,690 100 

Of the total population in Census Tract 51.18, 20.0% identify themselves as Hispanic 
or Latino.  The median household income per the 2000 census is $60,874 with 3.3% 
of the families below the poverty level. 
 
Community Outreach: 
On March 16, 2005 at 2:30 p.m., the LEA held a public hearing, according to the 
requirements of AB 1497, to receive public comments regarding the application for 
the permit revision.  All residents within 300 feet of the property were notified and a 
hearing notice was placed in the Stockton Record newspaper.  No members of the 
public attended the hearing. 

 
Environmental Justice Issues: 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this project 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

1. This item supports Strategic Plan goal 4:  Manage and mitigate the impacts of 
solid waste on public health and safety and the environment and promote 
integrated and consistent permitting, inspection, and enforcement efforts by 
acknowledging through cooperation with the LEA enforcement of a permit 
consistent with current environmental values and ethics.  

2. This item supports Strategic Plan objective 1: Through consistent and effective 
enforcement or other appropriate measures, ensure compliance with federal and 
State waste management laws and regulations by concurring in a permit 
consistent with current statute and legislation. 

http://bnetdev/BAWDS/Templates/NewAgenda.htm
http://bnetdev/BAWDS/Templates/NewAgenda.htm
http://bnetdev/BAWDS/Templates/NewAgenda.htm
http://bnetdev/BAWDS/Templates/NewAgenda.htm
http://bnetdev/BAWDS/Templates/NewAgenda.htm
http://bnetdev/BAWDS/Templates/NewAgenda.htm
http://bnetdev/BAWDS/Templates/NewAgenda.htm
http://bnetdev/BAWDS/Templates/NewAgenda.htm
http://bnetdev/BAWDS/Templates/NewAgenda.htm
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Site Location Map 
2. Site Plan 
3. Proposed Permit Number. 39-AA-0008 
4. Resolution Number 2005-222 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Keith Kennedy Phone: (916) 341-6341 
B. Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff: None Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 

B. Opposition 
Staff has not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Site Location Map 
2.  Site Plan 
3.  Proposed Permit Number. 39-AA-0008 
4.  Resolution Number 2005-222 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Keith Kennedy Phone:  (916) 341-6341 
B. Legal Staff:  Michael Bledsoe Phone:  (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff:  None Phone:  N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Staff had not received any written support at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
 

B. Opposition 
Staff has not received any written opposition at the time this item was submitted for 
publication. 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

39-AA-0008 

1. Name and Street Address of Facility: 

Lovelace Transfer Station 
2323 Lovelace Road 
Manteca, CA 95336 

2. Name and Mailing Addjess of Operator: 

Sam Joaquin County 
Department of Public Works 
PO Box 1810 
Stockton, CA 95201 

3. Name and Mailing Address of Owner: 

San Joaquin County 
Department of Public Works 
PO Box 1810 
Stockton, CA 95201 

4. Specifications: 

a. Permitted Operations: 0 Solid Waste Disposal Site • Transformation Facility 

El Transfer/Processing Facility (MRF) 
• Other: 

El Composting Facility (Green Material) 

b. Permitted Hours of Operation: (Receipt of Refuse/Waste) 7AM to 5 PM 
(Ancillary Operations/Facility Operating Hours) 6 AM to 6 PM 

c. Permitted Maximum Tonnage: 1300 Tons per Day 

d. Permitted Traffic Volume: 1280 Vehicles per Day 

e. Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing EA and CIWMB validations): 

Total Disposal Transfer/Processing Composting Transformation 

Permitted Area (in acres) 15 acres 15 acres 

Design Capacity (tons) r 1959 TPD 

Max. Elevation (Ft. MSL) 

Max. Depth (Ft. MSL) 

Estimated Closure Year 

Upon a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension. The attached 
permit findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permit. 

5. Approval: 

Approving Officer Signature 

6. Enforcement Agency Name and Address: 

San Joaquin County Environmental Health Department 

304 E. Weber Avenue, Third Floor 
Stockton, CA 95202-2708 

7. Date Received by CIWMB: 

JUL 1 1 2005 

8. CIWMB Concurrence Date: 

9. Permit Issued Date: 10. Permit Review Due Date: 11. Owner/Operator Transfer Date: 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

39-AA-0008 

12. Legal Description of Facility: 

The legal description of this facility is contained 

— 

in appendix E of the Transfer/Processing Report dated April 22 2005. 

13. 

. 

Findings: 

a. Th. permit . consistent with the San Joaquin County Integrated Waste lielanaxclocut Plan. Public tbautacca Curie (PRC) Section 50000. 

b. This permit is consistent with the standards adopted by the CIWMII, pursuant to PRC 44010. 

C. The design and operation of the facility is consistent with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as determined by the 
enforcement agency, pursuant to PRC 44009. 

d. The Manteca-Lathrop Fire Department has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards, pursuant to PRC, 44151. 

e. An Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH 5 92092072) and certified by the San Joaquin County Planning 
Commission on July 15, 1993. The EIR describes and supports the design and operation which will be authorized by the issuance of this permit. 

f. A County-Wide Integrated Waste Management Plan has been approved by the CIWM13. 

g. The following authorized agent has made a determination that the facility is consistent with, and designated in, the applicable 

general plan: San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors. Public Resources Code, Section 50000.5 (a). 

h. San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors has made a written finding that surrounding land use is compatible with the facility 
operation, as required in Public Resources Code, Section 50000.5(b). 

14. Prohibitions: 

The permittee is prohibited from accepting the following wastes: any liquid waste sludge, non-hazardous waste requiring 
special handling, designated waste, or hazardous waste unless such waste is specifically listed below, and unless the acceptance 
of such waste is authorized by all applicable permits. 
Tires, White Goods, Household Hazardous Waste, Covered Electronic Wastes (CEW's), and other electronic wastes 
that will require further processing are permitted to be accepted. 

Scavenging, Open Burning. 
The pennittee is additionally prohibited from the following items: 

Disposal of Medical Wastes, Disposal of Cannery Wastes, Disposal of Dead Animals, 

15. The following documents describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility: 

Date Date 

Transfer/Processing Report 

Amendments 

1/05 

3/05 
Preliminary Closure and Postclosure 
Maintenance Plan 

N/A 

APCD Permits and Variances 2/94 Closure Financial Assurance Documentation N/A 

EIR SCH # 92092072 2/94 Operating Liability Certification N/A 

Conditional Use Permit # UP 93-2 10/93 
Waste Discharge Requirements 

Order No. 
N/A 
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Facility Number: 

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 39-AA-0008 

16. Self Monitoring: .. 

a. Results of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Transfer Processing Report, will be reported to the LEA as follows: 

Program Reporting Frequency 

I. Tonnage Reports of Waste Received Monthly 

2. Log of Special Occurrences Annually 

3. Quantities and Types of Materials Recycled and Salvaged Annually 

4. Results of Hazardous Waste Screening Program Annually 

5. An Employee Training log, with dates of training, course description, etc. shall be maintained and 
kept current. 

Upon Request 

6. Summary of all complaints received regarding this facility and the operator actions to resolve these 
complaints. 

Monthly 

7. The number and types of vehicles using the facility per day. Quarterly 

8. Summary of contact water generated by the facility. 

co 

Quarterly 

• 
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Facility Number: 

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 39-AA-0008 

17. Enforcement Agency (EA) Conditions: 

1.  This facility shall comply with all terms and conditions of this Solid Wastc Facility Permit (SWFP). 

2.  This facility shall comply with all applicable State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal. 

3.  This facility shall comply with all Federal, State, and Local requirements, and enactments including all mitigation 
measures given in any certified environmental document filed pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21031.6. 

4.  This permit is subject to review by the EA and may be suspended, revoked, or modified at any time for sufficient 
cause. 

5.  Any change that would cause the design or operation of this facility not to conform to the terms and conditions of the 
permit is prohibited. Such changc may be considered a significant change that requires a permit revision. In no case 
shall the operator implement any change without first submitting a written notice of the proposed change to the LEA 
at least 150 days in advance of that change. 

6.  Any additional information concerning the design and operation of this facility shall be provided upon request and 
within the time frame specified by the Enforcement Agency (EA). The operator shall supply any information the EA 
deems necessary to conduct an inspection or the review and rewrite a Solid Waste Facility Permit. 

7.  Household Hazardous Waste shall be handled in a manner approved by the EA and in accordance with applicable 
laws and regulations. 

8.  All incoming waste shall be inspected for hazardous waste. In the event hazardous waste is inadvertently received 
it shall be managed, stored and disposed of as required by all applicable laws and regulations for hazardous waste 
handling and disposal. e• 

9.  The operator shall comply with all waste discharge requirements, Clean-up and Abatement Orders, monitoring, 
remediation schedules and related requirements of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB). Degradation of water connected to this site shall be remediated in the manner specified by the 
RWQCB. 

10.  This facility must conform to the Transfer Processing Report dated April 2005. 

11.  The EA reserves the right to suspend or modify waste receiving and handling operations when deemed necessary 
due to emergency, an actual or potential health hazard, or creation of a public nuisance. 

12.  Site personnel working in the waste receiving and handling areas shall be trained in emergency communications. All 
site personnel shall receive adequate training in operations, maintenance, and safety. Personnel working with the 
load screening program shall be trained to recognize hazardous wastes. All employees shall be provided with 
personal protective safety equipment and trained for materials recycling storage work. 

13.  Safety equipment shall be provided for all employees and workers at the transfer station. 

14.  Specific operational standards which this site must meet are as follows: 

a) This Facility shall not receive in excess of 1,300 tons/day (total allowable for Transfer Station and 
recycling combined) without a revision of this permit. 

b) This facility shall not exceed the maximum daily traffic count of 1,280 trips per day without revising this 
pennit. 

c) Litter: Litter shall be controlled at all times on site. 

d) Noise: Noise produced at the facility shall comply with the provisions of the San Joaquin County 
Development Code, Title 9, Section 9-1025.9. 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

39-AA-0008 

17.  Enforcement Agency (EA) Conditions (Continued) : 

e) Dust: Dust control shall be maintained to prevent limiting the visibility of personnel on-site and from creating a 
nuisance off-site. 

f) Vectors: Recyclable storage area shall be maintained to prevent the attraction or establishment of flies, rats, 
mosquitoes, or other vectors. 

g) Fire: Stored recyclables shall be monitored spaced appropriately to prevent fires. 

h) Operation of the compactor on the tipping floor is prohibited except as described in April 2005 TPR and as 
approved by the LEA. 

i) Solid waste, including recyclables, shall not be stored outside the permined storage area and storage piles shall be 
spaced appropriately and not to exceed 12 feet in height. 

j) The EA reserves the right to require additional measures to adequately control nuisances resulting from facility 
operations as needed. 

k) A copy of this permit shall be maintained at the facility and be available at all times. 

1) All solid waste shall be removed within 48 hours. 

15. The general public may not enter the materials recycling storage area. Traffic control precautions must be taken to prevent 
inadvertent access to this area. 

16. The Solid Waste Division will notify the Environmental Health Department 30 days prior to processing additional types of 
electronic wastes not currently approved. e• 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-222 

Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Station) For 
The Lovelace Transfer Station, San Joaquin County 

WHEREAS, the San Joaquin County Environmental Health Department, acting as the Local 
Enforcement Agency (LEA), has submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, or 
objection to, a revised full Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Lovelace Transfer Station; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed permit will allow for an increase in the maximum vehicles per day 

from 487 to 1,280 vehicles per day; and 

WHEREAS, the San Joaquin Department of Public Works, acting as lead agency, prepared and 
circulated on April 28, 1993 an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), State Clearinghouse number 
1992092072, to comply with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
and the EIR was certified by the San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors on July 15, 1993; and 

WHEREAS, a Notice of Determination was filed by the CIWMB on April 5, 1994; and 

WHEREAS, the LEA has certified that the application package is complete and correct and that the 
proposed revised permit is supported by the existing CEQA documentation; and 

WHEREAS, the Board fmds that the proposed permit is in compliance with CEQA; and 

WHEREAS, the Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for consistency with the standards 
adopted by the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has made a finding of conformance with San Joaquin County's Integrated 
Waste Management Plan; and 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-222 
Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Station) For 
The Lovelace Transfer Station, San Joaquin County 
 
WHEREAS, the San Joaquin County Environmental Health Department, acting as the Local 
Enforcement Agency (LEA), has submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, or 
objection to, a revised full Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Lovelace Transfer Station; and 

 

WHEREAS, the proposed permit will allow for an increase in the maximum vehicles per day  

from 487 to 1,280 vehicles per day; and 

 

WHEREAS, the San Joaquin Department of Public Works, acting as lead agency, prepared and 
circulated on April 28, 1993 an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), State Clearinghouse number 
1992092072, to comply with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQΑ) 
and the EIR was certified by the San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors on July 15, 1993; and 

 

WHEREAS, a Notice of Determination was filed by the CIWMB on April 5, 1994; and 

 

WHEREAS, the LEA has certified that the application package is complete and correct and that the 
proposed revised permit is supported by the existing CEQA documentation; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the proposed permit is in compliance with CEQA; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for consistency with the standards 
adopted by the Board; and 

 

WHEREAS,  the Board has made a finding of conformance with San Joaquin County’s Integrated 
Waste Management Plan; and 

 

 

 

(over)  



WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local requirements for the proposed permit have been 
met, and the proposed revised permit is consistent with the standards that have been adopted by the 
Board; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
concurs with the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No. 39-AA-0008. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August 
16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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WHEREAS,  the Board finds that all state and local requirements for the proposed permit have been 
met, and the proposed revised permit is consistent with the standards that have been adopted by the 
Board; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
concurs with the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No. 39-AA-0008. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August 
16-17, 2005. 
 

Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 33 
ITEM 
Consideration Of A Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Station) For The 
Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station, Kern County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
1. This item requests Board concurrence on the revision of the Kern Valley 

Recycling/Transfer Station (KVRTS) solid waste facilities permit. 
2. Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar days to 

concur in or object to the issuance of a full solid waste facilities permit. The final 
proposed permit was received on June 21, 2005. The date for submittal of a proposed 
permit that would allow a full 60 days for Board staff review prior to the August 
Board meeting was June 18, 2005. The Board has until August 20, 2005 to act on this 
permit. When the proposed permit package was received, the package contained all 
of the items required in Title 27, California Code of Regulations, Section 21685. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
1. The current permit for the KVRTS was last concurred with by the Board on 

November 20, 1996. 
2. Compliance History: 

2000 — One State Minimum Standard (SMS) violation and no permit violations. 
2001 — No SMS violations and no permit violations. 
2002 — No SMS violations and no permit violations. 
2003 — No SMS violation and no permit violations. 
2004 — Two SMS violations and no permit violations. 
2005 — No SMS violations and no permit violations. (January through May) 

Details concerning the above list of violations are included in Section V.A. under 
"Consistency with State Minimum Standards." 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to do one of the following: 
1. Concur in the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the Local Enforcement 

Agency (LEA). 
2. Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. 
3. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. If the Board 

chooses this option, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance of 
the proposed permit 60 days after the Board's receipt of the permit. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board adopt option one, concurrence in the issuance of the 
proposed permit, if the facility's locally adopted amended County Nondisposal Facility 
Element is approved by the Board prior to consideration of this proposed permit 
(see Agenda Item 16 ). 
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ITEM 
Consideration Of A Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Station) For The 
Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station, Kern County 
 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

1. This item requests Board concurrence on the revision of the Kern Valley 
Recycling/Transfer Station (KVRTS) solid waste facilities permit. 

2. Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar days to 
concur in or object to the issuance of a full solid waste facilities permit.  The final 
proposed permit was received on June 21, 2005.  The date for submittal of a proposed 
permit that would allow a full 60 days for Board staff review prior to the August 
Board meeting was June 18, 2005.  The Board has until August 20, 2005 to act on this 
permit.  When the proposed permit package was received, the package contained all 
of the items required in Title 27, California Code of Regulations, Section 21685. 

 
II. ITEM HISTORY 

1. The current permit for the KVRTS was last concurred with by the Board on 
November 20, 1996. 

2. Compliance History: 
2000 – One State Minimum Standard (SMS) violation and no permit violations.  
2001 – No SMS violations and no permit violations.  
2002 – No SMS violations and no permit violations. 
2003 – No SMS violation and no permit violations. 
2004 – Two SMS violations and no permit violations. 
2005 – No SMS violations and no permit violations.  (January through May)   

 
Details concerning the above list of violations are included in Section V.A. under 
“Consistency with State Minimum Standards.” 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to do one of the following: 
1. Concur in the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the Local Enforcement 

Agency (LEA). 
2. Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. 
3. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.  If the Board 

chooses this option, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance of 
the proposed permit 60 days after the Board’s receipt of the permit. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends that the Board adopt option one, concurrence in the issuance of the 
proposed permit, if the facility’s locally adopted amended County Nondisposal Facility 
Element is approved by the Board prior to consideration of this proposed permit  
(see Agenda Item 16 ).  
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Facility Name: Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station 
Facility Number 15-AA-0314 

Facility Type: Existing transfer/processing facility 

Location: 9800 Sierra Way, Kern Valley, Kern County 

Operational Status: Permitted, active 

Setting: Agricultural and industrial 

Permitted Acreage: 10 total acres 

Permitted Tonnage: 300 tons per day 

Permitted Traffic 
Volume: 330 vehicles per day 

Permitted Hours: 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. (January, February, November, and 
December), 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. (March, April, 
September, and October), 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. (May 
through August), Monday through Sunday except Holidays 

Proposed 
Permitted Hours: 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday through Sunday except 

Holidays 

Permitted Owner: Bureau of Land Management, Caliente Resource Area 

Proposed Permitted 
Owner: Kern County Waste Management Department 

Operator: Kern County Waste Management Department 

LEA: Kern County Environmental Health Services Department 

Background 
The KVRTS is located on the east side of Isabella Lake in the Kern River Valley of 
Kern County. More specifically, the facility is in Cyrus Canyon, adjacent to and west 
of the closed Kern Valley Sanitary Landfill (Facility Number 15-AA-0055). 

In 1996 the Kern County Board of Supervisors approved an Environmental Impact 
Report for the construction of a transfer station and closure of the Kern Valley Sanitary 
Landfill. The KVRTS was issued its first Solid Waste Facilities Permit on 
December 10, 1996. The landfill ceased operation in 1997 and was formally closed in 
2003. In 2003, the previously leased lands totaling 118.09 acres were purchased by 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Facility Name: Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station 
 Facility Number 15-AA-0314 

 
Facility Type: Existing transfer/processing facility 

 
Location: 9800 Sierra Way, Kern Valley, Kern County 
 
Operational Status: Permitted, active 

 
Setting: Agricultural and industrial 

 
Permitted Acreage: 10 total acres 

 
Permitted Tonnage: 300 tons per day 

 
Permitted Traffic 
Volume: 330 vehicles per day 

 
Permitted Hours: 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. (January, February, November, and 

December), 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. (March, April, 
September, and October), 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. (May 
through August), Monday through Sunday except Holidays 

 
Proposed 
Permitted Hours: 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday through Sunday except 

Holidays 
  
Permitted Owner: Bureau of Land Management, Caliente Resource Area 
 
Proposed Permitted 
Owner: Kern County Waste Management Department 
 
Operator: Kern County Waste Management Department 
 
LEA: Kern County Environmental Health Services Department 
 
Background 
The KVRTS is located on the east side of Isabella Lake in the Kern River Valley of 
Kern County.  More specifically, the facility is in Cyrus Canyon, adjacent to and west 
of the closed Kern Valley Sanitary Landfill (Facility Number 15-AA-0055). 
 
In 1996 the Kern County Board of Supervisors approved an Environmental Impact 
Report for the construction of a transfer station and closure of the Kern Valley Sanitary 
Landfill.  The KVRTS was issued its first Solid Waste Facilities Permit on  
December 10, 1996.  The landfill ceased operation in 1997 and was formally closed in 
2003.  In 2003, the previously leased lands totaling 118.09 acres were purchased by 
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Kern County from the Bureau 
ten of the acres include the 
The KVRTS consist of a 
tipping pad with a recessed 
drop-off area, and a household 
received at the facility is 
Landfill. Kern County 
the facility. The day-to-day 
operator. 

Key Issues 
Changes identified in the 

1. Change the permitted 

From - 7:00 a.m. to 
to 5:00 p.m. (March, 
through August), Monday 

To - 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 

2. Change in property owner 
Area to the Kern County 

3. Change in types of wastes 
devices for recycling 

4. Minor change to the 
Conditions" of the proposed 

Findings 
LEA Certification 

of Land Management. Of the 118.09 acres purchased, 
KVRTS. 

gatehouse and scale, a partially enclosed transfer building, a 
trailer area for loading, recycling areas, waste oil and filter 

hazardous waste storage area. Municipal solid waste 
transferred for final disposal to the Ridgecrest Sanitary 

Waste Management Department is the owner and operator of 
operation of the facility is conducted by a contract 

proposed revised solid waste facilities permit include: 

hours: 

4:00 p.m. (January, February, November, and December), 7:00 
April, September, and October), 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. (May 

through Sunday except Holidays; 

p.m., Monday through Sunday except Holidays. 

from the Bureau of Land Management, Caliente Resource 
Waste Management Department. 

received. The facility will now accept cathode ray tube 
and no longer accept large dead animals. 

language in the "Self Monitoring" and "Enforcement Agency 
Solid Waste Facilities Permit. 

following: 
package is complete and correct; 

Report meets the requirements of Title 14, California Code 
18221.6; and 
solid waste facilities permit is consistent with and is supported 

Board staff's review and analysis of the proposed 
permit package: 

a.m. 

of 

by 

The LEA has certified the 
1. The permit application 
2. The Transfer/Processing 

Regulations, Section 
3. The proposed revised 

the existing CEQA analysis. 

Staff Analysis 
The following table summarizes 
revised solid waste facilities 

Summary of Board 
Findings for Facility 

15-AA-0314 
Adequate Inadequate 

To Be 
Determined 

Not 
Applicable 

See 
Details in 
Section 

CIWMP Conformance X 1. 
Consistency with State 
Minimum Standards 

X 2 

California Environmental 
Quality Act 

X V.B. 

Transfer/Processing 
Report 

X 3. 
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Kern County from the Bureau of Land Management.  Of the 118.09 acres purchased, 
ten of the acres include the KVRTS. 
The KVRTS consist of a gatehouse and scale, a partially enclosed transfer building, a 
tipping pad with a recessed trailer area for loading, recycling areas, waste oil and filter 
drop-off area, and a household hazardous waste storage area.  Municipal solid waste 
received at the facility is transferred for final disposal to the Ridgecrest Sanitary 
Landfill.  Kern County Waste Management Department is the owner and operator of 
the facility.  The day-to-day operation of the facility is conducted by a contract 
operator. 
 
Key Issues 
Changes identified in the proposed revised solid waste facilities permit include: 
 
1. Change the permitted hours: 
 

From - 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. (January, February, November, and December), 7:00 a.m. 
to 5:00 p.m. (March, April, September, and October), 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. (May 
through August), Monday through Sunday except Holidays;  

 

To - 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday through Sunday except Holidays. 
 
2. Change in property owner from the Bureau of Land Management, Caliente Resource 

Area to the Kern County Waste Management Department. 
 

3. Change in types of wastes received.  The facility will now accept cathode ray tube 
devices for recycling and no longer accept large dead animals. 

 
4. Minor change to the language in the “Self Monitoring” and “Enforcement Agency 

Conditions” of the proposed Solid Waste Facilities Permit. 
 

Findings 
LEA Certification 
The LEA has certified the following: 
1. The permit application package is complete and correct; 
2. The Transfer/Processing Report meets the requirements of Title 14, California Code of 

Regulations, Section 18221.6; and 
3. The proposed revised solid waste facilities permit is consistent with and is supported by 

the existing CEQA analysis. 
 
Staff Analysis 
The following table summarizes Board staff’s review and analysis of the proposed 
revised solid waste facilities permit package: 

Summary of Board 
Findings for Facility 

15-AA-0314 
Adequate Inadequate To Be 

Determined 
Not 

Applicable 

See 
Details in 
Section 

CIWMP Conformance   X  1. 
Consistency with State 
Minimum Standards X    2. 

California Environmental 
Quality Act X    V.B. 

Transfer/Processing 
Report X    3. 
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1.  County Integrated Waste Management Plan. The proposed permit is for the KVRTS, a 
nondisposal facility, located at 9800 Sierra Way, in the unincorporated area of Kern 
County. 

Public Resources Code Section 50001 requires any new or expanded nondisposal 
facility to be identified in the applicable jurisdiction's Nondisposal Facility Element 
(NDFE) for the proposed permit for that facility to be in conformance with the NDFE. 

The KVRTS is identified in the County's locally adopted amended NDFE, which will 
be coming forward to the Board for approval at the August 2005 Board Meeting. The 
Board's Office of Local Assistance staff therefore finds the proposed permit to be in 
conformance with the County's NDFE, if the NDFE is approved by the Board prior to 
the consideration of this proposed permit. 

2.  Consistency with State Minimum Standards (SMS). Board staff conducted a pre-permit 
inspection at the facility on July 14, 2005 and found that the design and operations of 
the facility were consistent with the applicable SMS. 

Below are the details of the facility's SMS compliance history and permit compliance 
history based on the LEA's monthly inspection reports for the period of January 2000 
through May 2005. 

Calendar Year 2000. One SMS for site security and no permit violations. 

Calendar Year 2001. No SMS or permit violations 

Calendar Year 2002. No SMS or permit violations. 

Calendar Year 2003. No SMS or permit violations. 

Calendar Year 2004. Two SMS violations for vector control measures due to storage of 
tires in a manner that could result in the harborage of vectors; and no permit violations. 

Calendar Year 2005 (January — March). No SMS or permit violations 

3.  Transfer/Processing Report (TPR). Board staff have reviewed the 
Transfer/Processing Report, dated February 2005, and found that it meets the 
requirements of Title 14, CCR, Section 18221.6. 

B. Environmental Issues 

State law requires compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act either 
through the preparation, circulation and adoption/certification of an environmental 
document and mitigation reporting or monitoring program or by determining that the 
proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt. 

The Kern County Waste Management Department, acting as Lead Agency, has 
prepared the following environmental document for the KVRTS Siting and Sanitary 
Landfill Closure: 
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1. County Integrated Waste Management Plan.  The proposed permit is for the KVRTS, a 
nondisposal facility, located at 9800 Sierra Way, in the unincorporated area of Kern 
County.  

 
 Public Resources Code Section 50001 requires any new or expanded nondisposal 

facility to be identified in the applicable jurisdiction's Nondisposal Facility Element 
(NDFE) for the proposed permit for that facility to be in conformance with the NDFE.   

 
 The KVRTS is identified in the County’s locally adopted amended NDFE, which will 

be coming forward to the Board for approval at the August 2005 Board Meeting.  The 
Board’s Office of Local Assistance staff therefore finds the proposed permit to be in 
conformance with the County’s NDFE, if the NDFE is approved by the Board prior to 
the consideration of this proposed permit. 
 

2. Consistency with State Minimum Standards (SMS).  Board staff conducted a pre-permit 
inspection at the facility on July 14, 2005 and found that the design and operations of 
the facility were consistent with the applicable SMS. 

 
Below are the details of the facility’s SMS compliance history and permit compliance 
history based on the LEA’s monthly inspection reports for the period of January 2000 
through May 2005.   

 
Calendar Year 2000.  One SMS for site security and no permit violations. 
 
Calendar Year 2001.  No SMS or permit violations 
 
Calendar Year 2002.  No SMS or permit violations. 

 
Calendar Year 2003.  No SMS or permit violations. 
 
Calendar Year 2004.  Two SMS violations for vector control measures due to storage of 
tires in a manner that could result in the harborage of vectors; and no permit violations. 

 
Calendar Year 2005 (January – March).  No SMS or permit violations 

 
3. Transfer/Processing Report (TPR).  Board staff have reviewed the 

Transfer/Processing Report, dated February 2005, and found that it meets the 
requirements of Title 14, CCR, Section 18221.6.  

 
B. Environmental Issues 

State law requires compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act either 
through the preparation, circulation and adoption/certification of an environmental 
document and mitigation reporting or monitoring program or by determining that the 
proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt.   

The Kern County Waste Management Department, acting as Lead Agency, has 
prepared the following environmental document for the KVRTS Siting and Sanitary 
Landfill Closure: 
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An Environmental Impact Report (EIR), State Clearinghouse (SCH) Number 
1993122061 was circulated for a 45-day review period from November 2, 1995 to 
December 18, 1995. The EIR discussed the following: 

• Closing the existing Kern Valley Sanitary Landfill and commencing post- 
closure maintenance activities. 

• Amending the Nondisposal Facilities Element of the Countywide Integrated 
Waste Management Plan, changing the status of the KVRTS from proposed to 
active. 

• Siting, constructing, and operating the KVRTS. 
• Purchasing Bureau of Land Management property to construct the transfer 

station and provide buffer for monitoring and closure operations of the 
existing Kern Valley Sanitary Landfill. 

• The site is expected to receive from 50 to 150 tons per day (tpd) although it is 
designed to handle up to 300 tpd. 

• KVRTS will receive mixed municipal solid waste and source separated 
recyclable material. The waste will be transferred to the Ridgecrest Sanitary 
Landfill. 

• KVRTS will also have a hazardous waste storage locker and drop-off 
containers for used motor oil, motor oil filters, and used antifreeze. 

• The hours of operation are limited to daylight hours. 
• The maximum number of trips per day is estimated to be 508 in 2018. 

The EIR identified significant environmental impacts in the following areas that 
with implementation of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan would be 
reduced to a level of less than significant: 

• Geology and Soil • Seismic Risk • Air Quality 
• Water Quality • Noise • Public Services 
• Vadose Zone 

The EIR also identified Significant and Unavoidable Environmental Impacts to 
Cumulative Air Quality requiring a Statement of Overriding Considerations. The 
environmental effect that cannot be mitigated or substantially lessened and 
remains significant and unavoidable is the proposed project's contribution to local 
air quality, which is expected to increase Ozone and Particulate Matter (PM)io 
levels. While the project's incremental impact on air quality is insignificant, 
KVRTS lies within a non-attainment air basin, which means additional expected 
emissions will contribute further to levels that already exceed the allowable 
levels. 

The Kern County Board of Supervisors found that the unavoidable significant 
effect is acceptable due to the overriding considerations described below: 

1) Waste disposal is an essential service and the project will provide for efficient 
and cost-effective municipal solid waste management. 

2) The project's incremental contribution is overridden and outweighed by the 
environmental, economic, social and other benefits of the project. 
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The Kern County Board of Supervisors found that the unavoidable significant 
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1) Waste disposal is an essential service and the project will provide for efficient 

and cost-effective municipal solid waste management. 
 

2) The project’s incremental contribution is overridden and outweighed by the 
environmental, economic, social and other benefits of the project. 
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A Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR), State Clearinghouse 
Number 1993122061, was certified and the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan were adopted 
by the Kern County Board of Supervisors on March 26, 1996. The Statement 
of Overriding Considerations is included in this item as Attachment 3. 

A Notice of Determination was filed with the Kern County Clerk on 
March 27, 1996. The Notice of Determination indicated that this project 
would have a significant effect on the environment and that a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations (Attachment 3) was adopted for this project. 

The Kern County LEA has provided a finding that the proposed solid waste 
facilities permit is consistent with and supported by the cited environmental 
documents. 

Board staff recommends the Environmental Impact Report, along with the 
Statement of Overriding Considerations and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Plan, cited above as adequate for the Board's environmental evaluation of the 
proposed project for those project activities which are within the Board's 
expertise and/or powers, or which are required to be carried out or approved by 
the Board. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program impacts related to 
this item. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this 
item. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. The zoning designations surrounding the facility include the following: 
• North — Non Jurisdiction Lands/Federal Lands. 
• South — Non Jurisdiction Lands/Federal Lands and Intensive Agriculture. 
• East — Non Jurisdiction Lands/Federal Lands and Extensive Agriculture. 
• West — Non Jurisdiction Lands/Federal Lands and Resource Management. 
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According to the 2000 Census, the population of the Kern Valley area consists of the 
following: 

All Ages 
US Census Bureau Data Census 2000 – Race 
Census Tract 52.01, Kern County Number Percent 

White 5,108 90.5 
Black or African American 31 0.5 
American Indian or Alaska Native 141 2.5 
Asian 37 0.7 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 5 0.1 
Some other race 100 1.8 
Two or more races 222 3.9 
Total Population 5,644 100 

Of the total population in the census tract a total of 6.5 percent identify themselves as 
having Hispanic or Latino origin.  The 2000 Census Tract indicates that the median 
household income of the area is $25,063 with 15.3 percent of the families below the 
poverty level. 
 
Community Outreach.  The LEA has noticed the receipt of an application for revision 
of a solid waste facilities permit for KVRTS in the following newspapers:  “The 
Bakersfield California” and “The Kern Valley Sun.”  The LEA did not receive any 
comments on the permit application. 
 
On April 20, 2005, the LEA held a public hearing, according to the requirements of  
AB 1497.  The LEA reported that no comments were received during the hearing. 

 
Environmental Justice Issues.  Based on available information, staff is not aware of 
any environmental justice issues related to this item. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4:  Managing and mitigating the impacts of 
solid waste on public health and safety and the environment and promoting integrated 
and consistent permitting, inspection, and enforcement efforts by acknowledging 
through cooperation with the LEA enforcement of a permit consistent with current 
environmental values and ethics. 
 
This item supports Strategic Plan Objective 1:  Through consistent and effective 
enforcement or other appropriate measures, ensure compliance with federal and state 
waste management laws and regulations by concurring in a permit consistent with 
current statute and legislation. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 
 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Vicinity Map 
2.  Site Map 
3.  Statement of Overriding Considerations 
4.  Proposed Permit Number 15-AA-0314 
5.  Resolution Number 2005-223 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Chris Deidrick Phone: (916) 341-6335 
B. Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Board staff is unaware of any specific written support for this item. 

B. Opposition 
Board staff is unaware of any specific written opposition for this item. 
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C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 
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Board staff is unaware of any specific written opposition for this item. 
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STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATION 
PER SECTION 15093 OF THE CEQA GUIDELINES 

(CEQA SECTION 15093(a), (b),(c)) 
FOR SITING THE KERN VALLEY FOR THE KERN VALLEY EIR/EA 

RECYCLING/TRANSFER AND CLOSURE OF 
THE KERN VALLEY SANITARY LANDFILL 

Findings as per CEQA Section 15093 states: 

(a) CEQA requires the decision-maker to balance the benefits of a proposed project 
against its unavoidable environmental risks in determining whether to approve the 
project. If the benefits of a proposed project outweigh the unavoidable adverse 
environmental effects, the adverse environmental effects may be considered 
"acceptable." 

(b) Where the decision of the public agency allows the occurrence of significant effects 
which are identified in the final EIR but are not at least substantially mitigated, the 
agency shall state in writing the specific reasons to support its action based on the 
final EIR and/or other information in the record. This statement may be necessary 
if the agency also makes a finding under Section 15091 (a)(2) or (a)(3). 

(c) If an agency makes a statement of overriding.aonsiderations, the statement should 
be included in the record of the project approval and should be mentioned in the 
Notice of Determination. 

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

The Kern County Waste Management Department proposes to: 

• Amend the Non-disposal Facilities Element of the County-Wide Integrated Waste 
Management Plan changing the status of the Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station from 

to active and authorize an increase in the amount of material processed, from 100 proposed 
tons per operating day to 150 tons per operating day. 

• Site, construct and operate the Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station (KVRTS) in Cyrus 
Canyon, adjacent to and west of the KVSL, to service the waste management needs of 
residents and businesses in the Kern River Valley. 

• Purchase property under BLM Case File No. Riverside R 2525, and additional property from 
BLM to construct the transfer station and provide buffer for monitoring and closure 
operations of the existing KVSL. 
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♦ Close the existing KVSL in accordance with federal mandates of 40 CFR Part 258 in Subtitle 
D, with Title 14, and Title 23 Article 5 of Chapter 15, the California Code of Regulations (CCR).  

♦ Commence Post-Closure Maintenance activities in accordance with federal mandates of 40 
CFR, Subpart F. Section 258.61(c) in Subtitle D, with Title 14, and Title 23 Article 5 of Chapter 
15, the CCR 

STATEMENTS OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATION: 

Waste disposal is an essential service. Solid waste will continue to be generated by the service 
areas within and surrounding the Kern River Valley area, irrespective of what happens at the 
current landfill site. Substantial measures have been incorporated into the project to reduce any 
adverse impacts resulting from implementation of this project. 

These remains the potential, however, for significant, project associated, adverse impacts which 
current remediation methods may neither avoid or reduce below a level of concern. Impacts to 
the regional Air Quality remain in question. Fugitive emissions resulting from odors and decaying 
waste are an inherent byproduct of a recycling/transfer Station. The transfer of waste from the 
Kern River Valley area to another Kern County permitted facility will generate excessive levels 
of fugitive emissions. Those fugitive emissions cannot be completely offset and any residual 
amounts generated are considered significant. 

Residual impacts that remain significant after all specific mitigation measures are implemented 
must be addressed within the "Statement of Overriding Considerations" for certification of the 
Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment, and subsequent approval to 
proceed with the proposed project. 

Continued waste management service to the Kern River area will result in unavoidable impacts 
to Air Quality. Justifications for overriding considerations are discussed below: 

Air Quality 

The impacts due to the operation of a recycling/transfer station in Kern Valley will create an 
unavoidable (albeit minimal) environmental effect on the air quality. A continuation of waste 
disposal service will impact air quality as a result of the transfer of waste from the Kern Valley 
Recycling/Transfer Station to the Ridgecrest Sanitary Landfill. Impacts to local air quality are 
expected to contribute to Ozone and PMic, levels. The Kern Valley Sanitary Landfill, the proposed 
Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station and the Ridgecrest Sanitary Landfdl site lie within a 
nonattainment air basin, which means additional expected emissions will contribute further to 
levels that already exceed the allowable levels. 

DliWtHCRAjta 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

15-AA-0314 

I. Name and Street Address of Facility: 

Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station 
9800 Sierra Way 
Kern Valley, CA 93238 

2. Name and Mailing Address of Operator: 

Kern County Waste Management Depart. 
2700 "M" Street, Suite 500 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 

3. Name and Mailing Address of Owner: 

Kern County Waste Management Depart. 
2700 "M" Street, Suite 500 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 

4. Specifications: 

a. Permitted Operations: ❑ Solid Waste Disposal Site ❑ Transformation Facility 

CE) Transfer/Processing Facility 
❑ Other:  

❑ Composting Facility (Green Material) 

b. Permitted Hours of Operation: The facility operates Monday through Sunday, from 8:00 am. to 4:00 p.m. For specific 
information refer to Section E of the Transfer/Processing Report, dated February 2005. (Includes 
any future revisions approved by the Kern County local enforcement agency (LEA).) 

c. Permitted Maximum Tonnage: 300 Tons per Day 

d. Permitted Traffic Volume: 330 Vehicles per Day 

e. Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing LEA and California Integrated Waste 
Management Board (CIWMB) validations): 

Total Disposal Transfer/Processing Composting Transformation 

Permitted Area (in acres) 10 10 0 0 

Design Capacity Tons/Day 300 0 0 

Max. Elevation (Ft. MSL) 

Max. Depth (Ft. MSL) 

Estimated Closure Year 

Upon a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension. The attached 
permit findings and conditions arc integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permit. 

5. Approval: 6. Enforcement Agency Name and Address: 

Kern County Environmental health 
Services Department 
2700 "M" Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 

Approving Officer Signature 
Steve McCalley, Director 
Environmental llealth Services Department 

7. Date Received by CIWMB: 

JUN 2 1 2005 

8. CIWMB Concurrence Date: 

9. Permit Issued Date: 10. Permit Review Due Date: 11. Owner/Operator Transfer Date: 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

15-AA-0314 

12. Legal Description of Facility: 

The legal description of this facility is contained in the Profile Sheet, page 1, of the Transfer/Processing Report dated February 2005 

13. Findings: 

a. This permit is consistent with the Kern County Integrated Waste Management Plan, which was approved by the CIWMB on 
February 25, 1998 and last amended on January 23, 2001. The location of the facility is identified in the Nondisposal Facility 
Element, pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC), Section 50001(a). 

b. This permit is consistent with the standards adopted by the CIWMB, pursuant to PRC, Section 44010. 

c. The design and operation of the facility is consistent with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as 
determined by the LEA, pursuant to PRC, Section 44009. 

d. The Kern County Fite Department has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards, pursuant to 
PRC, Section 44151. 

e. A Negative Declaration, approved March 27, 1996, has been completed and a Notice of Determination has been filed with the 
State Clearinghouse, SC11 #93122061, as required in Public Resources Code, Section 21081.6. 

14. Prohibitions: 

The permittee is prohibited from accepting the following wastes for disposal! 

llazardous, liquid, radioactive, medical (as defined in Chapter 6.1, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code), liquid, 
designated, or other wastes requiring special treatment or handling, except as identified in the Transfer/Processing Report and 
approved amendments thereto and as approved by the LEA and other federal, state, and local agencies. 

15. The following documents describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility: 

Date Date 

Transfer/Processing Report 
Amendments (Includes future revision 
approved by the LEA.) 

2/2005 
Preliminary Closure and Postclosure 
Maintenance Plan 

Not 
Applicable 

Waste Discharge Requirements Not 
Applicable Closure Financial Assurance Documentation N ot 

Applicable 

APCD Permit to Operate # Not 
Applicable Operating Liability Certification Not 

Applicable 

Negative Declaration (SCH #93122061) 3/27/1996 
Conditional Use Permit, Letter from the Kern 
County Planning Department 

2/5/2005 

General Plan Amendment, Case No. 3, Map No. 17 3/15/2005 
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Facility Number: 

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 15-AA-0314 

16. Self Monitoring: 

Except for items a and b, the owner/operator shall submit the results of all self monitoring programs to the Enforcement Agency 
within 30 days of the end of the reporting period (for example. 1st quarter = January — March. the report is due by April 30, etc.. 
Information required on an annual basis shall be submitted with the 4th quarter monitoring report, unless otherwise stated) 

Program Reporting Frequency 

a.  Maintain a log of special occurrences to include fires, explosions, extended shut-down Within 24 hours of the event 
periods, discharge of hazardous waste or unpermitted waste, significant injury and property 
damage accidents and other unusual occurrences. 

b.  Maintain a written record and notify the LEA of any nuisance, public health or safety 
complaint. 

Within 24 hours of the event 

c.  Submit a report of actions taken by the operator to remedy or correct any major incidents 
such as fires, injury and property damage accidents, explosions and other unusual 
occurrences. 

Within 30 days of the event 

d.  

e.  

1. 

g.  

h.  

Report actions taken or to be taken by the operator to correct any nuisance, public health or 
safety complaints, 

Results of the hazardous waste load checking program, including the quantities and types of 
hazardous wastes, medical wastes or othenvise prohibited wastes found in the waste stream 
and the disposition of these materials. ea,  

Quantities and types of waste received. 

Tonnage and Vehicles Report 

Summary of the log of special occurrences. 

Within 30 days of the event 

Quarterly 

Annual Summary 

Annual Summary 

Annual Summary 

Annual reports are due 

eight (8) weeks after the 

1St  of the year 
• 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

15-AA-0314 

17. Enforcement Agency (EA) Conditions: 

a. The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for solid waste handling and disposal as specified in Title 14 and 
Title 27, California Code of Regulations. 

b. The operator shall maintain a log of special/unusual occurrences. This log shall include, but is not limited to, fires, explosions, 
the discharge and disposition of hazardous or unpermitted wastes, and significant injuries, accidents or property damage. The log 
shall be available for inspection by authorized representatives of the LEA and CIWMB during normal business hours. 

c. Additional information concerning the design and operation of the facility shall be furnished upon request and within the time 
frame specified by the LEA. 

d. The maximum permitted daily tonnage for this facility is 300 tons per day. This facility shall not receive more than this amount 
without a revision of this permit. 

e. This permit is subject to review by the LEA and may be suspended, revoked, or revised at any time for sufficient cause. 

f. The LEA reserves the right to suspend or modify waste receiving and handling operations when deemed necessary due to an 
emergency, a potential health hazard, or the creation of a public nuisance. 

g. Any change that would cause the design or operation of the facility not to conform to the terms and conditions of this permit is 
prohibited. Such a change may be considered a significant change, requiring a permit revision. In no case shall the operator 
implement any change without first submitting a written notice of the proposed change, in the form of a Transfer/Processing 
Report amendment, to the LEA at least 180 days in advance of the change. 

r• 
h. A copy of this permit shall be maintained at the facility. 

i. Material stockpiled on site shall be stored and maintained in a manner to prevent nuisances, vector harborage, odors, or offsitc 
migration of litter. All stockpiles materials shall be recycled or reused within 180 days or more frequently as required by the 
LEA. 

j. Tipping floor shall be provided with adequate, properly maintained and situated railings, curbs, and safety devices. 

k. The LEA reserves the right to require the operator to provide more stringent dust control measures if the proposed dust control 
system proves inadequate or ineffective. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-223 (Revised 2002 to 2005) 

Consideration Of A Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Station) For The 
Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station 

WHEREAS, the Kern County Waste Management Department is the owner and operator of the 
Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station located at 9800 Sierra Way, Kern Valley, California; and 

WHEREAS, the Kern County Environmental Health Services Department, acting as the local 
enforcement agency, has submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, or objection to, 
a proposed new full solid waste facilities permit for Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Stations in Kern 
County; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed permit will allow the Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station to change 
the facility's hours of operation from 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. (January, February, November, and 
December), 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. (March, April, September, and October), 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. 
(May through August) to 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.; change the property owner from the Bureau of Land 
Management, Caliente Resource Area to the Kern County Waste Management Department; change 
the types of wastes received; and make minor changes to the language in the "Self Monitoring" and 
"Enforcement Agency Conditions" of the permit; and 

WHEREAS, the Kern County Waste Management Department, acting as Lead Agency, has prepared 
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), State Clearinghouse (SCH) No. 1993122061, which was 
circulated for a 45-day review period from November 2, 1995 to December 18, 1995; and 

WHEREAS, a Final EIR, State Clearinghouse (SCH) No. 1993122061, was certified and a 
Statement of Overriding Considerations and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan were adopted 
by the Kern County Board of Supervisors on March 26, 1996; and 

WHEREAS, a Notice of Determination was filed with the Kern County Clerk on March 27, 1996, 
indicating that the project would have a significant effect on the environment and that a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations was adopted for the project; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the environmental effects of the project as presented in the 
EIR and finds that there are no feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures within the 
Board's authority that would substantially lessen or avoid any significant effect the project will have 
on the environment, and fmds further that the proposed permit is consistent with the California 
Environmental Quality Act; and 

(over) 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-223 (Revised 2002 to 2005) 
Consideration Of A Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Station) For The 
Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station 
 
WHEREAS,  the Kern County Waste Management Department is the owner and operator of the 
Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station located at 9800 Sierra Way, Kern Valley, California; and 

WHEREAS, the Kern County Environmental Health Services Department, acting as the local 
enforcement agency, has submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, or objection to, 
a proposed new full solid waste facilities permit for Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Stations in Kern 
County; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed permit will allow the Kern Valley Recycling/Transfer Station to change 
the facility’s hours of operation from 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. (January, February, November, and 
December), 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. (March, April, September, and October), 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. 
(May through August) to 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.; change the property owner from the Bureau of Land 
Management, Caliente Resource Area to the Kern County Waste Management Department; change 
the types of wastes received; and make minor changes to the language in the “Self Monitoring” and 
“Enforcement Agency Conditions” of the permit; and 

WHEREAS, the Kern County Waste Management Department, acting as Lead Agency, has prepared 
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), State Clearinghouse (SCH) No. 1993122061, which was 
circulated for a 45-day review period from November 2, 1995 to December 18, 1995; and 

WHEREAS, a Final EIR, State Clearinghouse (SCH) No. 1993122061, was certified and a 
Statement of Overriding Considerations and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan were adopted 
by the Kern County Board of Supervisors on March 26, 1996; and 

WHEREAS, a Notice of Determination was filed with the Kern County Clerk on March 27, 1996, 
indicating that the project would have a significant effect on the environment and that a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations was adopted for the project; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the environmental effects of the project as presented in the 
EIR and finds that there are no feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures within the 
Board’s authority that would substantially lessen or avoid any significant effect the project will have 
on the environment, and finds further that the proposed permit is consistent with the California 
Environmental Quality Act; and 

 

 

(over) 



WHEREAS, the Lead Agency adopted Findings for each significant environmental effect of the project, 
which Findings the Board has considered and hereby adopts as its own, and which Findings demonstrate 
that for each significant environmental effect of the project: (i) changes or alterations were required in, 
or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect 
as identified in the EIR; (ii) that such changes or alterations are not within the Lead Agency's jurisdiction 
but, instead, are in the jurisdiction of another public agency and have been or can and should be imposed 
by that agency; or (iii) that specific considerations make infeasible the mitigation measures or 
alternatives identified in the fmal EIR; and 

WHEREAS, the Lead Agency adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations which states that 
although the project will cause significant unavoidable and irreversible cumulative air quality 
environmental impacts that will remain even after the adoption of feasible mitigation measures, the 
proposed project will provide for efficient and cost effective municipal solid waste management and the 
project's incremental contribution is overridden and outweighed by the environmental, economic, social 
and other benefits of the project; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the Statement of Overriding Considerations and for the reasons 
stated therein and on the basis of evidence before the Board, the Board hereby adopts the Statement of 
Overriding Considerations as its own Statement of Overriding Considerations; and 

WHEREAS, the LEA has certified that the application is complete and correct, and that the 
proposed permit is supported by the EIR that was prepared for the project; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit and application package for 
consistency with standards adopted by the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board fmds the proposed permit is consistent with the California Environmental 
Quality Act; and 

WHEREAS, the Board fmds that all State and local requirements for the proposed permit 
[have/have not] been met; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management 
Waste Board [concurs with/objects to] the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit 
Number 15-AA-0314. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August 
16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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WHEREAS, the Lead Agency adopted Findings for each significant environmental effect of the project, 
which Findings the Board has considered and hereby adopts as its own, and which Findings demonstrate 
that for each significant environmental effect of the project:  (i) changes or alterations were required in, 
or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect 
as identified in the EIR; (ii) that such changes or alterations are not within the Lead Agency’s jurisdiction 
but, instead, are in the jurisdiction of another public agency and have been or can and should be imposed 
by that agency; or (iii) that specific considerations make infeasible the mitigation measures or 
alternatives identified in the final EIR; and 

WHEREAS, the Lead Agency adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations which states that 
although the project will cause significant unavoidable and irreversible cumulative air quality 
environmental impacts that will remain even after the adoption of feasible mitigation measures, the 
proposed project will provide for efficient and cost effective municipal solid waste management and the 
project’s incremental contribution is overridden and outweighed by the environmental, economic, social 
and other benefits of the project; and  

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the Statement of Overriding Considerations and for the reasons 
stated therein and on the basis of evidence before the Board, the Board hereby adopts the Statement of 
Overriding Considerations as its own Statement of Overriding Considerations; and 

WHEREAS, the LEA has certified that the application is complete and correct, and that the 
proposed permit is supported by the EIR that was prepared for the project; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit and application package for 
consistency with standards adopted by the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed permit is consistent with the California Environmental 
Quality Act; and  

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all State and local requirements for the proposed permit 
[have/have not] been met; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management 
Waste Board [concurs with/objects to] the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit  
Number 15-AA-0314. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August 
16-17, 2005. 

Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director  
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California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 
AGENDA ITEM 34 (Revised) 

ITEM 

Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Facility And 
Transfer/Processing Station) For The Central Disposal Site, Sonoma County  

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
1. This item requests Board concurrence on the revision of the Central Disposal Site, 

Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP). 
2. Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC), Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar 

days to concur with or object to the issuance of a full SWFP.  A proposed SWFP for 
the landfill was received on June 22, 2005; the final proposed permit was received on 
July 1, 2005. The date for submittal of a proposed permit that would allow a full 
60 days for Board staff review prior to the August Board meeting was June 18, 2005. 
The Board has until August 21, 2005 to act on this permit. When the proposed permit 
package was received, the package contained all the items required in Title 27, 
California Code of Regulations, Section 21685.  

 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
1. The current permit for the Central Disposal Site Landfill was last concurred with by 

the Board on January 13, 2004. 
2. Compliance History since the last permit concurrence: 
 2004 - No State Minimum Standards (SMS) violations and no permit violations 
 2005 - One SMS violation and no permit violations 

Details concerning the above violation are included in the “Consistency with State 
Minimum Standards” Section V.A. of this item. 

 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to do one of the following: 
1. Concur in the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the Local Enforcement 

Agency (LEA);  
2. Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA;  
3. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.  If the Board chooses 

this option, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance of the proposed 
permit 60 days after the Board’s receipt of the permit. 

 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Pursuant to Section 44009(a)(2), staff recommends that the Board adopt option one., if 
the violation of the Daily Cover standard of Title 14, California Code of Regulations 
(CCR), Section 20680 documented during a pre-permit inspection of the landfill is 
corrected prior to the Permitting and Enforcement Committee Meeting.
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V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
Facility Name: Central Disposal Site 

Facility Number 49-AA-0001 

Facility Type: Existing municipal solid waste landfill 

New Activity Type: Landfill and Transfer/Processing Station 

Location: 500 Mecham Road 
Petaluma, CA 94952 

Setting: Agricultural, rangeland and rural 

Operational Status: Permitted, Active 

Waste Type: Mixed municipal, construction/demolition, inert, industrial 
dead animals, tires, and sludge 

Permitted Maximum 
Tonnage: 2500 tons per day (TPD) 

Permitted Maximum 1050 TPD (included within the Permitted Maximum 
Tonnage (Transfer Tonnage of 2500 TPD) 
Station only): 

172 disposal acres (see Section 5.- Permitted Acreage: 398.5 total acres, 
Background for further information) 

Permitted Traffic 
Volume: 364 vehicles per day 

Permitted Hours Public and Commercial Receipt of Refuse - 7 days a week, 
7:00 a.m. to 4:00 

Operator — 7 days 

p.m. 

a week, 6:00 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. 

yards 
Permitted Design 
Capacity: 32,650,000 cubic 

Estimated 
Closure Date: 2014 

Proposed Estimated 
Closure Date: 2019 

Owner/Operator: County of Sonoma Department of Transportation and 
Public Works 
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V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
Facility Name:  Central Disposal Site 
    Facility Number 49-AA-0001 
 
Facility Type:  Existing municipal solid waste landfill 
 
New Activity Type: Landfill and Transfer/Processing Station 
 
Location:   500 Mecham Road 
    Petaluma, CA  94952 
 
Setting:   Agricultural, rangeland and rural 
 
Operational Status: Permitted, Active 
 
Waste Type:  Mixed municipal, construction/demolition, inert, industrial  
    dead animals, tires, and sludge 

 
Permitted Maximum 
Tonnage:   2500 tons per day (TPD) 
 
Permitted Maximum 1050 TPD (included within the Permitted Maximum 
Tonnage (Transfer  Tonnage of 2500 TPD) 
Station only):   
 
Permitted Acreage: 398.5 total acres, 172 disposal acres (see Section 5.- 

Background for further information) 
 
Permitted Traffic  
Volume:   364 vehicles per day 
 
Permitted Hours  Public and Commercial Receipt of Refuse - 7 days a week, 
 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 
 
 Operator – 7 days a week, 6:00 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. 
 
Permitted Design  
Capacity:   32,650,000 cubic yards 
 
Estimated 
Closure Date:  2014 
 
Proposed Estimated 
Closure Date:  2019 
 
Owner/Operator:  County of Sonoma Department of Transportation and  
    Public Works 
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LEA: Walter L. Kruse, 
Sonoma County, 

Background 
The Central Disposal Site has been operating 
cut and fill method of operation in a former 
(Class III) landfill in Sonoma County. 
number of related facilities including a 
hazardous waste collection facility, a landfill 
construction/demolition wood chipping 
facility owned and operated by the county 
of old fill. Types of permitted wastes received 
wastes such as mixed municipal, construction 
industrial, sludge, and tires. 

The landfill is located southwest of the 
the County on property owned by Sonoma 
adjacent land uses include rural residential 
and cattle ranches, and grazing lands. 
subdivision, is located about 0.5 mile 
currently has about 70 residences. After 
subdivision areas are located in the City 
and the City of Petaluma, approximately 

To the north, the nearest residence is approximately 
boundary. Approximately 1,000 feet to 
associated residence; also to the northeast 
The Stony Point Quarry which is located 
serves as an active quarry which processes 
This quarry also provided the low permeability 
landfill liner. 

Approximately one half mile west of the 
approximately 800 feet south of the landfill 
Diamond M. Dairy includes several residences 
the landfill's boundary. Additional residences 
the landfill, and along Stony Point Road, 

Key Issues 
Changes identified in the proposed revised 
1. The temporary (3 years) out-haul of 

currently being disposed of at the 
2. The temporary (3 years) use of the 

building for use as a public and commercial 
3. Clarification of the currently allowed 

The landfill 
recycle 

but 

City 

Happy 
northeast 

Happy 

is 

north 

Central 
landfill's 

Director 
Department 

operation. 

County. 
and 

of Cotati, 
8 miles 

the northeast 

approximately 
rock 

landfill 

solid 
municipal 

of Health Services 

in Sonoma County since 
canyon. It is the only operating 

includes areas for disposal 
and reuse facility, household 

gas-fired power plant, and 
A separately permitted 

privately contracted, is 
at the landfill include non
and demolition, inert, dead 

of Cotati in the unincorporated 
Within a 1-mile radius 

agricultural operations 
Acres, the nearest established 

of the landfill. The subdivision 
Acres, the nearest established 

approximately 3 miles 
southeast. 

600 feet from the 
are dairy operations 

the agricultural Bloom Ranch 
2 miles north 

excavated from the landfill 
soil material for the East 

is the 1,121 acre Button 
are residences on Mecham 

located about 500 ft southwest 
are located along Mecham 
of the landfill. 

waste facilities permit 
solid waste (MSW) 

Disposal Site. 
public self-haul tipping 
transfer operation. 

footprint acreage. disposal 

1971 using the 
municipal 

and a 

a 
compost 

located on top 
-hazardous 

animals, 

area of 
of the site, 

such as dairy 

northeast, 

site's northern 
and an 

property. 
of the site 

property. 
Canyon 

Ranch and 
Road. The 

from 
Road east of 

include: 
that is 

floor 

Station with a 
4. An updated estimated closure date of 2019. 

TPD at the Transfer 5. A permitted maximum tonnage limit of 1050 
potential tonnage increase, subject to prior LEA approval, of up to 7% annually 
for the next two years, up to a maximum of 1202 TPD in the third year. 
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LEA:  Walter L. Kruse, Director 
Sonoma County, Department of Health Services 

 
Background 
The Central Disposal Site has been operating in Sonoma County since 1971 using the 
cut and fill method of operation in a former canyon. It is the only operating municipal 
(Class III) landfill in Sonoma County. The landfill includes areas for disposal and a 
number of related facilities including a recycle and reuse facility, household 
hazardous waste collection facility, a landfill gas-fired power plant, and a 
construction/demolition wood chipping operation.  A separately permitted compost 
facility owned and operated by the county but privately contracted, is located on top 
of old fill. Types of permitted wastes received at the landfill include non-hazardous 
wastes such as mixed municipal, construction and demolition, inert, dead animals, 
industrial, sludge, and tires.   
 

 The landfill is located southwest of the City of Cotati in the unincorporated area of 
the County on property owned by Sonoma County. Within a 1-mile radius of the site, 
adjacent land uses include rural residential and agricultural operations such as dairy 
and cattle ranches, and grazing lands. Happy Acres, the nearest established 
subdivision, is located about 0.5 mile northeast of the landfill. The subdivision 
currently has about 70 residences.  After Happy Acres, the nearest established 
subdivision areas are located in the City of Cotati, approximately 3 miles northeast, 
and the City of Petaluma, approximately 8 miles southeast. 
 
To the north, the nearest residence is approximately 600 feet from the site’s northern 
boundary. Approximately 1,000 feet to the northeast are dairy operations and an 
associated residence; also to the northeast is the agricultural Bloom Ranch property. 
The Stony Point Quarry which is located approximately 2 miles north of the site 
serves as an active quarry which processes rock excavated from the landfill property. 
This quarry also provided the low permeability soil material for the East Canyon 
landfill liner.  
 
Approximately one half mile west of the landfill is the 1,121 acre Button Ranch and 
approximately 800 feet south of the landfill are residences on Mecham Road. The 
Diamond M. Dairy includes several residences located about 500 ft southwest from 
the landfill’s boundary. Additional residences are located along Mecham Road east of 
the landfill, and along Stony Point Road, north of the landfill. 
 
Key Issues 
Changes identified in the proposed revised solid waste facilities permit include: 
1. The temporary (3 years) out-haul of municipal solid waste (MSW) that is 

currently being disposed of at the Central Disposal Site. 
2. The temporary (3 years) use of the landfill’s public self-haul tipping floor 

building for use as a public and commercial transfer operation. 
3. Clarification of the currently allowed disposal footprint acreage. 
4. An updated estimated closure date of 2019. 
5. A permitted maximum tonnage limit of 1050 TPD at the Transfer Station with a 

potential tonnage increase, subject to prior LEA approval, of up to 7% annually 
for the next two years, up to a maximum of 1202 TPD in the third year. 
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6. Plaeing-aA limit of 150 1-20 tons of solid waste which may remain on the transfer 
station floor at the end of each operating day. 

7. The removal of all solid waste from the Transfer Station floor every 24 hours. 
& Increasing litter frequency. public road side pick up 
9. An updated waste characterization list to include inerts and tires. 
10. The addition of C&D waste as an approved alternative daily cover (ADC) used at 

the landfill. 
11. Submittal of an application to the LEA by March 19, 2008 for a three-year permit 

review to reevaluate permit provisions. 
12. A limit on the number of outgoing transfer trailers leaving the Transfer Station ats 

specific times of the day. 

The operator is applying for a revised permit to allow for three years of out-hauling of 
potentially all of the waste that would have been landfilled at the site, in response to 
corrective action Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) issued in 2004 by the 
North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (NCRWQCB). The WDRs 
prohibit further landfill expansion phases within the East Canyon efthe (Landfill 2) 
until the County can show that the landfill's underdrain system is clean and free from 
further contamination (a result of multiple breaches in the landfill's liner and 
subsequent landfill gas migration around the liner's anchor trench) for a time set by 
the NCRWQCB. As a result of the liner failure and volatile organic compounds 
being detected in the landfill's underdrain, the County must consider other interim 
options for the handling and disposal of solid waste. 

The out-hauling of solid waste from the Central Disposal site will result in the use of 
the existing self-haul tipping building as a temporary transfer station. The incoming 
self-haul and commercial vehicle waste will be loaded on transfer trailers and hauled 
to disposal The disposal that have out-of-county sites. potential out of county sites 
been identified for all of the Sonoma County waste could include one or more of the 
following sites: the Redwood Landfill, Potrero Hills Landfill, Keller Canyon Landfill, 
West Contra Costa Landfill, or Yuba County Landfill. 

According to the LEA, incoming waste currently accepted at the Central Disposal 
Site comes from the Santa Rosa regional area, county self-haul, the Annapolis 
Transfer Station and Guerneville Transfer Station. The Sonoma Transfer Station and 
Healdsburg Transfer Station currently are out-hauling all or a portion of their waste to 
the Potrero Hills Landfill in Solano County or the Central Disposal Site. On 
September 1, 2005, waste from the Annapolis Transfer Station and Guerneville 
Transfer Station will be out-hauled to one or more of the five landfills identified 
above. Waste from the Petaluma area is currently out-hauled to the Redwood Landfill 
for disposal. The Petaluma out-of-county out-haul was initiated following a change in 
the Joint Powers Agreement approximately one year ago. 

Although the county proposes to potentially out-haul all of the waste previously 
disposed of at the Central Disposal Site, there may be limited on-site disposal 
occurring during the three year period, I if allowed by the NCRWQCB-. t The limited 
on-site disposal of waste could include disposal on the old Central Landfill fill 

1) 10 feet height) disposal in Phases 1 2 the East (Landfill (addition of of and and of 
Canyon area Landfill 2 until the Central Disposal Site Landfill reaches the final 
permitted capacity in these areas. 
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6. Placing aA limit of 150 120 tons of solid waste which may remain on the transfer 
station floor at the end of each operating day.  

7. The removal of all solid waste from the Transfer Station floor every 24 hours. 
8. Increasing public road side litter pick-up frequency. 
9. An updated waste characterization list to include inerts and tires. 
10. The addition of C&D waste as an approved alternative daily cover (ADC) used at 

the landfill. 
11. Submittal of an application to the LEA by March 19, 2008 for a three-year permit 

review to reevaluate permit provisions. 
12. A limit on the number of outgoing transfer trailers leaving the Transfer Station ats 

specific times of the day. 
 
The operator is applying for a revised permit to allow for three years of out-hauling of 
potentially all of the waste that would have been landfilled at the site, in response to 
corrective action Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) issued in 2004 by the 
North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (NCRWQCB).  The WDRs 
prohibit further landfill expansion phases within the East Canyon of the (Landfill 2) 
until the County can show that the landfill’s underdrain system is clean and free from 
further contamination (a result of multiple breaches in the landfill’s liner and 
subsequent landfill gas migration around the liner’s anchor trench) for a time set by 
the NCRWQCB.  As a result of the liner failure and volatile organic compounds 
being detected in the landfill’s underdrain, the County must consider other interim 
options for the handling and disposal of solid waste.  
 
The out-hauling of solid waste from the Central Disposal site will result in the use of 
the existing self-haul tipping building as a temporary transfer station. The incoming 
self-haul and commercial vehicle waste will be loaded on transfer trailers and hauled 
to out-of-county disposal sites. The potential out-of-county disposal sites that have 
been identified for all of the Sonoma County waste could include one or more of the 
following sites: the Redwood Landfill, Potrero Hills Landfill, Keller Canyon Landfill, 
West Contra Costa Landfill, or Yuba County Landfill.   
 
According to the LEA, incoming waste currently accepted at the Central Disposal 
Site comes from the Santa Rosa regional area, county self-haul, the Annapolis 
Transfer Station and Guerneville Transfer Station. The Sonoma Transfer Station and 
Healdsburg Transfer Station currently are out-hauling all or a portion of their waste to 
the Potrero Hills Landfill in Solano County or the Central Disposal Site. On 
September 1, 2005, waste from the Annapolis Transfer Station and Guerneville 
Transfer Station will be out-hauled to one or more of the five landfills identified 
above. Waste from the Petaluma area is currently out-hauled to the Redwood Landfill 
for disposal. The Petaluma out-of-county out-haul was initiated following a change in 
the Joint Powers Agreement approximately one year ago. 
 
Although the county proposes to potentially out-haul all of the waste previously 
disposed of at the Central Disposal Site, there may be limited on-site disposal 
occurring during the three year period. I if allowed by the NCRWQCB .  t The limited 
on-site disposal of waste could include disposal on the old Central Landfill fill 
(Landfill 1) (addition of 10 feet of height) and disposal in Phases 1 and 2 of the East 
Canyon area Landfill 2 until the Central Disposal Site Landfill reaches the final 
permitted capacity in these areas. 
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The designations of "Landfill 1" and "Landfill 2" are based on Waste Discharge 
Requirements (WDR) Order R1-2004-0040, issued by the North Coast Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (NCRWQCB). Pursuant to these WDRs, the "total site 
area is 398.5 acres, which includes two landfills, the existing landfill unit 'Landfill l', 
and the partially constructed East Canyon Expansion Unit 'Landfill 2'. The Landfill 1 
footprint covers approximately 130 acres and the expansion area in Landfill 2 covers 
an additional 42.8 acres, half of which has been constructed." Landfill 2 was designed 
to have four main phases; Phases 1 and 2 have been constructed and mostly filled. 

At this time, the corrective action WDRs limit the disposal footprint acreage to 
150 acres of the total 172.8 acres identified in the WDRs. The NCRWCB has 
required that a revised Report of Waste Discharge and Joint Technical Document 
must be submitted and Waste Discharge Requirements issued in order for the operator 
of the landfill to proceed with any future waste cells, including Phase 3 and 4. 

The existing (2004) corrective action WDRs do not allow disposal in the West 
Canyon Rock Extraction Landfill 1. Upon the WDRs, the area of approval of new 
landfill operator plans to expand into the West-Ganyen Rock Extraction area as 
described in the permit. This Rock Extraction area of Landfill 1 includes 
approximately 31-,000,000 cubic yards of disposal capacity (total air space). The fill 
areas described are entirely within the permitted boundaries of the Central Disposal 
Site parcel and are included in the 2019 estimated closure date, and are part of the 
current permit. 

The permitted maximum tonnage for this facility is 2500TPD and the facility will not 
be allowed to exceed this tonnage limit without a revision of this permit. The 
temporary (three years) Transfer Station is allowed a throughput of 1050 TPD of 
waste, which may increase by 7% annually for two years, up to a permitted maximum 
tonnage of 1202 TPD at the third year. The increase in tonnage will be based upon a 
review and written approval by the LEA that the tonnage increase is needed to protect 
public health and safety and that there is sufficient remaining Transfer Station design 
capacity available to process the increased tonnage. The Transfer Station tonnage 
limit is included in the permitted maximum tonnage of 2500 TPD. 

Other issues addressed in this permit include: 
• a limitation of 150 tons of solid waste which may remain on the transfer 

station floor at the end of each operating day to mitigate impacts to public 
health, safety and the environment; 

• the removal of all solid waste within a 24 hour time period from the transfer 
station floor in order to mitigate impacts to public health, safety and the 
environment versus the 48 hour limit in SMS; 

• an updated waste characterization list to include inerts and tires. 
• the addition of C&D waste as an approved ADC used at the landfill in an 

effort to conserve remaining landfill capacity and to preserve soil. 
• the submittal of an application to the LEA by March 19, 2008 for a three year 

permit review to reevaluate permit provisions; and 
• a limit on truck traffic travel hours to mitigate truck noise to the surrounding 

environment. 
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The designations of “Landfill 1” and “Landfill 2” are based on Waste Discharge 
Requirements (WDR) Order R1-2004-0040, issued by the North Coast Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (NCRWQCB).  Pursuant to these WDRs, the “total site 
area is 398.5 acres, which includes two landfills, the existing landfill unit ‘Landfill 1’, 
and the partially constructed East Canyon Expansion Unit ‘Landfill 2’. The Landfill 1 
footprint covers approximately 130 acres and the expansion area in Landfill 2 covers 
an additional 42.8 acres, half of which has been constructed.” Landfill 2 was designed 
to have four main phases; Phases 1 and 2 have been constructed and mostly filled.   
 
At this time, the corrective action WDRs limit the disposal footprint acreage to  
150 acres of the total 172.8 acres identified in the WDRs.  The NCRWCB has 
required that a revised Report of Waste Discharge and Joint Technical Document 
must be submitted and Waste Discharge Requirements issued in order for the operator 
of the landfill to proceed with any future waste cells, including Phase 3 and 4.  
 
The existing (2004) corrective action WDRs do not allow disposal in the West 
Canyon Rock Extraction area of Landfill 1.  Upon the approval of new WDRs, the 
landfill operator plans to expand into the West Canyon Rock Extraction area as 
described in the permit. This Rock Extraction area of Landfill 1 includes 
approximately 31,000,000 cubic yards of disposal capacity (total air space). The fill 
areas described are entirely within the permitted boundaries of the Central Disposal 
Site parcel and are included in the 2019 estimated closure date, and are part of the 
current permit.  

The permitted maximum tonnage for this facility is 2500TPD and the facility will not 
be allowed to exceed this tonnage limit without a revision of this permit. The 
temporary (three years) Transfer Station is allowed a throughput of 1050 TPD of 
waste, which may increase by 7% annually for two years, up to a permitted maximum 
tonnage of 1202 TPD at the third year. The increase in tonnage will be based upon a 
review and written approval by the LEA that the tonnage increase is needed to protect 
public health and safety and that there is sufficient remaining Transfer Station design 
capacity available to process the increased tonnage. The Transfer Station tonnage 
limit is included in the permitted maximum tonnage of 2500 TPD.  

Other issues addressed in this permit include:  
• a limitation of 150 tons of solid waste which may remain on the transfer 

station floor at the end of each operating day to mitigate impacts to public 
health, safety and the environment;  

• the removal of all solid waste within a 24 hour time period from the transfer 
station floor in order to mitigate impacts to public health, safety and the 
environment versus the 48 hour limit in SMS; 

• an updated waste characterization list to include inerts and tires. 
• the addition of C&D waste as an approved ADC used at the landfill in an 

effort to conserve remaining landfill capacity and to preserve soil. 
• the submittal of an application to the LEA by March 19, 2008 for a three year 

permit review to reevaluate permit provisions; and 
• a limit on truck traffic travel hours to mitigate truck noise to the surrounding 

environment.  
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Findings 
LEA Certification 

following: 
is complete and correct; 
Document meets the requirements of Title 27, California 

Section 21600; and 
solid waste facilities permit is consistent with and supported 
Environmental Quality Act analysis. 

Board staff's review and analysis of the proposed 
permit package: 

The LEA has certified the 
1. The permit package 
2. The Joint Technical 

Code of Regulations, 
3. The proposed revised 

by existing California 

Staff Analysis 
The following table summarizes 
revised solid waste facilities 

Summary of Board 
Findings for Facility 

#49-AA-0001 
Adequate Inadequate 

To Be 
Determined 

Not 
Applicable 

See 
Details in 
Section 

CIWMP Conformance X 1. 
Consistency with State 
Minimum Standards 

X X 2 

California Environmental 
Quality Act 

X V.B. 

Closure Plan 
Completeness 
Determination 

X 3. 

Funding for Closure and 
Post-closure Maintenance 

X 4. 

Operating Liability X 4.  
Joint Technical Document X 5.  

1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP). 
PRC Section 50001 requires the location of any 
disposal facility to be identified in the applicable 
Element (CSE) for the proposed permit for that 
conformance with the CSE. 

The location of the Central Disposal Site is identified 
Office of Local Assistance staff found that the 
with the County's CSE. 

2. Consistency with State Minimum Standards. 

new or expanded solid 
county's Countywide 

facility to be found to be 

in the County's CSE. 
proposed permit is in conformance 

the LEA conducted an 
staff determined that the 

waste 
Siting 

in 

The 

operator 
for the 

from a 

the LEA 
cement 

staff 

On July 9, 2005, Board 
unannounced inspection 
was in violation of Title 
areas surrounding the 
(Landfill 2). In addition, 

staff in conjunction with 
of the landfill. Board 
14, CCR, SMS of Section 

tipping apron and the daily 
trench-work tailings 

were not covered with 
operator discussed this matter 

inexperienced worker 
up inspection on July 

20680 - Daily Cover 
fill area in the East Canyon 

brought to the daily fill area 
dirt or daily 

with Board staff and 
incorrectly applied the ADC 
8, 2005 by the LEA and Board 

side-cut trench project 
(ADC). The landfill 
and concluded that an 
fiber product. A follow 
determined that the facility was in compliance with the Daily Cover SMS. At the 
time this item Board had follow inspection was prepared, staff scheduled a up of 
the facility to determine if the violation has been addressed. Staff's final 
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Findings  
LEA Certification 
The LEA has certified the following: 
1. The permit package is complete and correct;  
2. The Joint Technical Document meets the requirements of Title 27, California 

Code of Regulations, Section 21600; and 
3. The proposed revised solid waste facilities permit is consistent with and supported 

by existing California Environmental Quality Act analysis. 
 
Staff Analysis 
The following table summarizes Board staff’s review and analysis of the proposed 
revised solid waste facilities permit package: 
 

Summary of Board 
Findings for Facility 

#49-AA-0001 
Adequate Inadequate To Be 

Determined 
Not 

Applicable 

See 
Details in 
Section 

CIWMP Conformance X    1. 
Consistency with State 
Minimum Standards X X   2. 

California Environmental 
Quality Act X    V.B. 

Closure Plan 
Completeness 
Determination 

X    3. 

Funding for Closure and 
Post-closure Maintenance X    4. 

Operating Liability X    4. 
Joint Technical Document X    5. 

1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP). 
PRC Section 50001 requires the location of any new or expanded solid waste 
disposal facility to be identified in the applicable county’s Countywide Siting 
Element (CSE) for the proposed permit for that facility to be found to be in 
conformance with the CSE.  
 
The location of the Central Disposal Site is identified in the County’s CSE. The 
Office of Local Assistance staff found that the proposed permit is in conformance 
with the County’s CSE. 
 

2. Consistency with State Minimum Standards. 
On July 9, 2005, Board staff in conjunction with the LEA conducted an 
unannounced inspection of the landfill. Board staff determined that the operator 
was in violation of Title 14, CCR, SMS of Section 20680 - Daily Cover for the 
areas surrounding the tipping apron and the daily fill area in the East Canyon 
(Landfill 2). In addition, trench-work tailings brought to the daily fill area from a 
side-cut trench project were not covered with dirt or alternative daily cover 
(ADC). The landfill operator discussed this matter with Board staff and the LEA 
and concluded that an inexperienced worker incorrectly applied the ADC cement 
fiber product. A follow up inspection on July 8, 2005 by the LEA and Board staff 
determined that the facility was in compliance with the Daily Cover SMS. At the 
time this item was prepared, Board staff had scheduled a follow-up inspection of 
the facility to determine if the violation has been addressed. Staff’s final 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-34 (Revised) 
August 16-17, 2005 

3.  

4.  

5.  

at the Permitting & Enforcement Committee meeting on August 8, presented 
2005. 

Below are the details of the landfill's SMS compliance and permit compliance 
history based on the LEA's monthly inspection reports for the period of January 
2004 through July 2005. 

Calendar Year 2004. No SMS or permit violations. 

Calendar Year 2005 (January — July). One SMS (for Daily Cover as described 
above) and no permit violations. 

Closure/Postclosure Maintenance Plan. 
Staff of the Board's Remediation, Closure & Technical Services Branch have 
determined that the Preliminary Closure/Post-closure Maintenance Plan is 
complete and consistent with SMS per 27 CCR, Section 21685(b)(5). 

Funding for Closure/Postclosure and Operating Liability. 
Board staff of the Financial Assurances Section has completed a review of the 
financial assurance mechanisms for the Central Disposal Site. 

The Enterprise Fund for Closure and Postclosure Maintenance meets the 
requirements in Title 27, CCR, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 6, Section 
22241. The County has established a Pledge of Revenue Agreement for the 
landfill's Postclosure Maintenance costs that meets the requirements of 27 CCR 
Sections 22211 and 22245. The Certificate of Self-Insurance and Risk 
Management meet the requirements of 27 CCR Section 22252, and the amount of 
coverage meets the requirements of Section 22216. 

Joint Technical Document (JTD). 

B. Environmental 
California 

Board staff reviewed the final JTD dated January 2000, and the April 2005 and 
May 2005 JTD Amendments, and finds that the JTD meets the requirements of 
Title 27, CCR Section 21600. 

Issues 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

The 
agency 
public 
Central 
Clearinghouse] 
public 
the 
the 

Board 

Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department, acting as lead 
for the Sonoma County Department of Transportation and Public Works [the 

agency carrying out the project] prepared an Addendum to the Sonoma County 
Disposal Site Improvement Program Final Environmental Impact Report [State 

(SCH No. 1995073068) (hereafter referred to as the Addendum). As 
funds are being allocated for the project, the Resource Management Department is 

appropriate lead agency for the project. The decision to approve public funding for 
project will not take place prior to the CIWMB's and LEA's decision on the Solid 

Waste Facility Permit (SWFP). 

staff has determined that the Addendum includes a complete analysis of the 
potential 
(three 

impacts that may result upon implementation of the proposal to temporarily 
years) out-haul MSW that is now being disposed of in the Central Disposal 
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determination of the facility’s compliance with the applicable SMS will be 
presented at the Permitting & Enforcement Committee meeting on August 8, 
2005. 
 
Below are the details of the landfill’s SMS compliance and permit compliance 
history based on the LEA’s monthly inspection reports for the period of January 
2004 through July 2005. 
 
Calendar Year 2004. No SMS or permit violations. 
 
Calendar Year 2005 (January – July). One SMS (for Daily Cover as described 
above) and no permit violations. 
 

3. Closure/Postclosure Maintenance Plan.  
 Staff of the Board’s Remediation, Closure & Technical Services Branch have 

determined that the Preliminary Closure/Post-closure Maintenance Plan is 
complete and consistent with SMS per 27 CCR, Section 21685(b)(5).   

 
4. Funding for Closure/Postclosure and Operating Liability.  
 Board staff of the Financial Assurances Section has completed a review of the 
 financial assurance mechanisms for the Central Disposal Site.  

 
The Enterprise Fund for Closure and Postclosure Maintenance meets the 
requirements in Title 27, CCR, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 6, Section 
22241. The County has established a Pledge of Revenue Agreement for the 
landfill’s Postclosure Maintenance costs that meets the requirements of 27 CCR 
Sections 22211 and 22245. The Certificate of Self-Insurance and Risk 
Management meet the requirements of 27 CCR Section 22252, and the amount of 
coverage meets the requirements of Section 22216.  
 

5.  Joint Technical Document (JTD).  
 Board staff reviewed the final JTD dated January 2000, and the April 2005 and 

May 2005 JTD Amendments, and finds that the JTD meets the requirements of 
Title 27, CCR Section 21600. 

B. Environmental Issues 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
The Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department, acting as lead 
agency for the Sonoma County Department of Transportation and Public Works [the 
public agency carrying out the project] prepared an Addendum to the Sonoma County 
Central Disposal Site Improvement Program Final Environmental Impact Report [State 
Clearinghouse] (SCH No. 1995073068) (hereafter referred to as the Addendum).  As 
public funds are being allocated for the project, the Resource Management Department is 
the appropriate lead agency for the project.  The decision to approve public funding for 
the project will not take place prior to the CIWMB’s and LEA’s decision on the Solid 
Waste Facility Permit (SWFP). 
 
Board staff has determined that the Addendum includes a complete analysis of the 
potential impacts that may result upon implementation of the proposal to temporarily 
(three years) out-haul MSW that is now being disposed of in the Central Disposal 



Board Meeting Agenda Item-34 (Revised) 
August 16-17, 2005 

Landfill. The Addendum cites the following reason for the necessity to out-haul Central 
Disposal Site's MSW as: 

"...the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board has adopted corrective 
action Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs), which prohibit further landfill 
expansion phases within the East Canyon, until the County can show the [landfill's] 
underdrain system is clean and free from further contamination [caused by a breach in 
the landfill's liner] for a period of time. As a result of these problems [liner failure 
and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) detected in the landfill's underdrain], the 
County must now consider other options to handle the incoming waste 
stream."... "Since the County [of Sonoma] has no other solid waste disposal facility, 
and the permitted phases of the East Canyon [at the Central Disposal Site] will be full 
by approximately August 2005, a temporary, alternate permitted facility must be used 
for 100% of the county's solid waste disposal." 

The Addendum further states that: 
"The revised [solid waste facility] permit has two components: 1) the temporary 
conversion of the [existing] tipping facility to a transfer station; and, 2) a minor 
change in operations that will allow the County to out-haul solid waste during the 
normal operating hours of 6 a.m. to 6:30 pm, seven days a week." 

In addition, the Addendum states that the conversion of the tipping facility into a 
transfer station may require an additional tipping bay to accommodate the additional 
traffic to the building from the waste haulers that would normally dispose of their 
load at the landfill's working face (the potential impacts of this additional tipping bay 
were addressed and analyzed in the July 1998 Program Environmental Impact Report, 
SCH No. 1995073068). 

The out-hauling of MSW from the converted tipping facility/transfer station will 
require approximately 29 transfer trailer trips from the Central Disposal Site daily. 
Currently, approximately 29 transfer trailers enter the Central Disposal Site for 
disposal from county transfer stations (Sonoma, Healdsburg, Annapolis, and 
Guerneville); these loaded transfer trailers will no longer dispose of MSW at the 
Central Disposal Site. The transfer trailers will now haul their MSW to an out-of-
county location. As a result, there will be no net increase in transfer trailers at the 
Central Disposal Site. The change in operations will allow the County to move, load, 
and out-haul MSW as necessary during normal on-site hours of operation, between 
6:00 a.m. and 6:30 p.m. With this change, there may be 1 — 2 transfer trailers leaving 
the Central Disposal Site transfer station facility between 6 a.m. and 7 a.m., and 4 — 6 
transfer trailers leaving the facility between 5 p.m. and 6:30 pm. Public access will 
continue to be limited to the hours of 7 a.m. to 4 p.m., seven days a week. 

The LEA provided findings in Section 13 of proposed revised SWFP No. 
49-AA-0001 that the final Program EIR and Addendum, SCH No. 1995073068, 
"...describes and supports the design and operation, which will be authorized by the 
issuance of this permit." 

P&I Branch staff have reviewed the Addendum and EIR and concluded that further 
CEQA analysis and review is not required in accordance with Title 14, California 
Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines), Section 15162. Board staff finds that 
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Landfill.  The Addendum cites the following reason for the necessity to out-haul Central 
Disposal Site’s MSW as: 
 

“…the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board has adopted corrective 
action Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs), which prohibit further landfill 
expansion phases within the East Canyon, until the County can show the [landfill’s] 
underdrain system is clean and free from further contamination [caused by a breach in 
the landfill’s liner] for a period of time.  As a result of these problems [liner failure 
and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) detected in the landfill’s underdrain], the 
County must now consider other options to handle the incoming waste 
stream.”…"Since the County [of Sonoma] has no other solid waste disposal facility, 
and the permitted phases of the East Canyon [at the Central Disposal Site] will be full 
by approximately August 2005, a temporary, alternate permitted facility must be used 
for 100% of the county’s solid waste disposal.” 
 

The Addendum further states that: 
“The revised [solid waste facility] permit has two components: 1) the temporary 
conversion of the [existing] tipping facility to a transfer station; and, 2) a minor 
change in operations that will allow the County to out-haul solid waste during the 
normal operating hours of 6 a.m. to 6:30 pm, seven days a week.” 

 
In addition, the Addendum states that the conversion of the tipping facility into a 
transfer station may require an additional tipping bay to accommodate the additional 
traffic to the building from the waste haulers that would normally dispose of their 
load at the landfill’s working face (the potential impacts of this additional tipping bay 
were addressed and analyzed in the July 1998 Program Environmental Impact Report, 
SCH No. 1995073068). 
 
The out-hauling of MSW from the converted tipping facility/transfer station will 
require approximately 29 transfer trailer trips from the Central Disposal Site daily.  
Currently, approximately 29 transfer trailers enter the Central Disposal Site for 
disposal from county transfer stations (Sonoma, Healdsburg, Annapolis, and 
Guerneville); these loaded transfer trailers will no longer dispose of MSW at the 
Central Disposal Site.  The transfer trailers will now haul their MSW to an out-of-
county location.  As a result, there will be no net increase in transfer trailers at the 
Central Disposal Site.  The change in operations will allow the County to move, load, 
and out-haul MSW as necessary during normal on-site hours of operation, between  
6:00 a.m. and 6:30 p.m.  With this change, there may be 1 – 2 transfer trailers leaving 
the Central Disposal Site transfer station facility between 6 a.m. and 7 a.m., and 4 – 6 
transfer trailers leaving the facility between 5 p.m. and 6:30 pm.  Public access will 
continue to be limited to the hours of 7 a.m. to 4 p.m., seven days a week. 
 
The LEA provided findings in Section 13 of proposed revised SWFP No.                 
49-AA-0001 that the final Program EIR and Addendum, SCH No. 1995073068, 
“…describes and supports the design and operation, which will be authorized by the 
issuance of this permit.” 
 
P&I Branch staff have reviewed the Addendum and EIR and concluded that further 
CEQA analysis and review is not required in accordance with Title 14, California 
Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines), Section 15162.  Board staff finds that 
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C.  

D.  

E.  

F.  

G.  

Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines applies to the project 
conditions in Section 15162 are met which would require 
an Addendum to the Program EIR is appropriate for the project 

In light of the whole of the record provided to the Board (including 
and Addendum to the Program EIR, SCH No. 1995073068, 
Declaration, SCH No. 2003062080), staff recommends that 

because none of the 
a subsequent EIR; therefore 

proposal. 

the Program EIR 
and Mitigated Negative 
the environmental 

environmental 
of revised SWFP No. 

the Board's expertise 
approved by the Board. 

program impacts related to 

stakeholder impacts related 

legal issues related to this item. 

rural. There is a separately 
northeast of the site. 

of Petaluma, Sonoma 

documentation and analysis cited is adequate for the Board's 
evaluation of the proposed project (concurrence on the issuance 
49-AA-0001) for those project activities which are within 
and/or powers, or which are required to be carried out or 

Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any 
this item. 

Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any 
to this item. 

Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any 

Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 
The surrounding land is zoned agricultural, rangeland and 
permitted compost site (SWIS#49-AA-0260) located to the 

According to the 2000 Census, the population of the City 
County consists of the following: 
US Census Bureau Data Census 2000 — 
Petaluma City, Sonoma County 

All Ages 
Percent Number 

White 45,906 84.2 
Black or African American 632 1.2 
American Indian or Alaska Native 294 0.5 
Asian 2,135 3.9 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 93 0.2 
Some other race 3,317 6.1 
Two or more races 2,171 4.0 
Total Population 54,548 100 

Of the total population in the census tract a total of 14.6 percent 
as having Hispanic or Latino origin. The 1999 Census Tract 
household income of the area is $61,679 with 3.35 percent 
poverty level. 

Community Outreach. 

indicates that 
of the families 

Santa Rosa, Senema-C—eunty 
LEA held a 

identify themselves 
the median 

below the 

public 
On April 14, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. at the Veterans Building, 
14epaftmefit-o.f4fafispeftatien-aFid-Publie-Wofks-Offiee-in-the 
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Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines applies to the project because none of the 
conditions in Section 15162 are met which would require a subsequent EIR; therefore 
an Addendum to the Program EIR is appropriate for the project proposal. 
 
In light of the whole of the record provided to the Board (including the Program EIR 
and Addendum to the Program EIR, SCH No. 1995073068, and Mitigated Negative 
Declaration, SCH No. 2003062080), staff recommends that the environmental 
documentation and analysis cited is adequate for the Board’s environmental 
evaluation of the proposed project (concurrence on the issuance of revised SWFP No. 
49-AA-0001) for those project activities which are within the Board’s expertise 
and/or powers, or which are required to be carried out or approved by the Board. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program impacts related to 
this item. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this item. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting. 
The surrounding land is zoned agricultural, rangeland and rural.  There is a separately 
permitted compost site (SWIS#49-AA-0260) located to the northeast of the site. 
 
According to the 2000 Census, the population of the City of Petaluma, Sonoma 
County consists of the following: 

All Ages US Census Bureau Data Census 2000 –   
Petaluma City, Sonoma County Number Percent 
White 45,906 84.2 
Black or African American 632 1.2 
American Indian or Alaska Native 294 0.5 
Asian 2,135 3.9 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 93 0.2 
Some other race 3,317 6.1 
Two or more races 2,171 4.0 
Total Population 54,548 100 

 
Of the total population in the census tract a total of 14.6 percent identify themselves 
as having Hispanic or Latino origin.  The 1999 Census Tract indicates that the median 
household income of the area is $61,679 with 3.35 percent of the families below the 
poverty level. 
 
Community Outreach.
On April 14, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. at the Veterans Building, Santa Rosa, Sonoma County 
Department of Transportation and Public Works Office in the LEA held a public 
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hearing according to the requirements of AB 1497, in conjunction with the Local 
Task Force Meeting. The Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Press 
Democrat newspaper and 241 Notices in both English and Spanish were mailed to 
residences and other interested parties. The hearing was not attended by any members 
of the public and no written comments were received. 

Environmental Justice Issues. 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this project. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4: Managing and mitigating the impacts of 
solid waste on public health and safety and the environment and promoting integrated 
and consistent permitting, inspection, and enforcement efforts by acknowledging 
through cooperation with the LEA enforcement of a permit consistent with current 
environmental values and ethics. 

This item supports Strategic Plan Objective 1: Through consistent and effective 
enforcement or other appropriate measures, ensure compliance with federal and state 
waste management laws and regulations by concurring in a permit consistent with 
current stature and legislation. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Vicinity Map 
2. Site Map 
3. Proposed Permit Number 49-AA-0001 
4. Resolution Number 2005-224 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Allison Spreadborough Phone: (916) 341-6366 
B. Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff: None Phone: NA 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Board staff is unaware of any specific written support for this item. 

B. Opposition 
Staff has not received any written opposition regarding this agenda item at the time 
this item was submitted for publication. 
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hearing according to the requirements of AB 1497, in conjunction with the Local 
Task Force Meeting. The Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Press 
Democrat newspaper and 241 Notices in both English and Spanish were mailed to 
residences and other interested parties. The hearing was not attended by any members 
of the public and no written comments were received. 
 
Environmental Justice Issues. 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this project. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 4: Managing and mitigating the impacts of 
solid waste on public health and safety and the environment and promoting integrated 
and consistent permitting, inspection, and enforcement efforts by acknowledging 
through cooperation with the LEA enforcement of a permit consistent with current 
environmental values and ethics. 
 
This item supports Strategic Plan Objective 1: Through consistent and effective 
enforcement or other appropriate measures, ensure compliance with federal and state 
waste management laws and regulations by concurring in a permit consistent with 
current stature and legislation. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
This item does not require any Board fiscal action. 

 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Vicinity Map 
2.  Site Map 
3.  Proposed Permit Number 49-AA-0001 
4.  Resolution Number 2005-224 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Allison Spreadborough Phone:  (916) 341-6366 
B. Legal Staff:        Michael Bledsoe Phone:  (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff:  None Phone:  NA 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Board staff is unaware of any specific written support for this item. 
 

B. Opposition 
Staff has not received any written opposition regarding this agenda item at the time 
this item was submitted for publication. 
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Board Meeting Agenda Item 34 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 3 (Revised) 

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 

1. Name and Street Address of Facility: 

Central Disposal Site 
500 Mecham Road 
Petaluma, CA 94952 

2. Name and Mailing Address of Operator: 

County of Sonoma 
Dept of Transportation and Public Works 
2300 County Center Drive, Suite B-100 
Santa Rosa CA 95403 

3. Name and Mailing Address of Owner: 

Same As Operator 

4. Specifications: 

a. Permitted Operations: 

b. Permitted Hours of Operation: 

c. Permitted Maximum Tonnage: 

d. Permitted Traffic Volume: 

e. Key Design Parameters 

Permitted Area (in acres) 

Design Capacity (cu. yds) 

Max. Elevation (Ft. MSL) 

Max. Depth (Ft. MSL) 

Estimated Closure Year 

Upon a significant change in design 
findings and conditions are integral 

(Receipt 

Waste Disposal Site 

Facility (MRF) 

Facility (Green Material) 

of Refuse/Waste) 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., seven 

L Transfer/Processing 

❑ Transformation Facility 

❑ Other: 

r Solid 

❑ Composting 

days a week 
days a week (Ancillary 

2500 
1050 

Operations/Facility Operating 

Tons Per Day (TPD) at the Landfill 
TPD at the Transfer Station only (see 

Hours) 6:00 a.m. to 6:30 p.m., seven 

& Transfer Station 
Section 17d) 

CIVVMB validations): 

See Section 17cc & dd Vehicle Trips 

bearing EA and (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans 

Total Disposal ssing 
Transfer/Proce

Composting Transformation 

398.5 150/172 (see Section 17gg) 5.97 

32,650,000 

565 

212 

2019 (see Section 17hh)  

or operaf on from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension. The attached permit 
parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permit. 

5. Approval: Robert A. Swift, Sr. Environmental Health 
Specialist 

Approving Officer Signature 

6. Enforcement Agency Name and Address: 

County of Sonoma, Department of Health Services 

Environmental Health Division 

475 Aviation Blvd. Ste 220 

Santa Rosa CA 95403 

7. Date Received by CIVVMB: 8. CIVVMB Concurrence Date: 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
 

Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 

1.  Name and Street Address of Facility: 
 

Central Disposal Site 
500 Mecham Road 
Petaluma, CA 94952 

2.  Name and Mailing Address of Operator: 
 

County of Sonoma 
Dept of Transportation and Public Works 
2300 County Center Drive, Suite B-100 
Santa Rosa CA 95403 

3.  Name and Mailing Address of Owner: 
 

Same As Operator 
 

4. Specifications:    

a.  Permitted Operations:   Solid Waste Disposal Site   Transformation Facility 

   Transfer/Processing Facility (MRF) 

   Composting Facility (Green Material)  
  Other:         

b.  Permitted Hours of Operation:   (Receipt of Refuse/Waste)     7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., seven days a week 
(Ancillary Operations/Facility Operating Hours)     6:00 a.m. to 6:30 p.m., seven days a week 
 

c.  Permitted Maximum Tonnage:  2500 Tons Per Day (TPD) at the Landfill & Transfer Station  
1050 TPD at the Transfer Station only (see Section 17d) 

d.  Permitted Traffic Volume:  See Section 17cc & dd Vehicle Trips 
 

e.  Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing EA and CIWMB validations): 
 

 
Total Disposal Transfer/Proce

ssing Composting Transformation  

Permitted Area (in acres) 398.5 150/172 (see Section 17gg) 5.97              

Design Capacity (cu. yds)  32,650,000                    

Max. Elevation (Ft. MSL)  565     

Max. Depth (Ft. MSL)  212     

Estimated Closure Year  2019 (see Section 17hh)     
 
Upon a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension.  The attached permit 
findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permit. 

5. Approval: Robert A. Swift, Sr. Environmental Health 
Specialist 

 
 
 

 
Approving Officer Signature 

6.  Enforcement Agency Name and Address: 
 

County of Sonoma, Department of Health Services 
Environmental Health Division 
475 Aviation Blvd. Ste 220 
Santa Rosa CA 95403 
 

7.   Date Received by CIWMB:  
      

8.  CIWMB Concurrence Date: 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 

9. Permit Issued Date: 10. Permit Review Due Date: 11. Owner/Operator Transfer Date: 

12. Legal Description of Facility: 

The legal description of this facility is contained in appendix A-1 of the Report of Disposal Site Information dated 01/25/2000. 

13. Findings: 

a. This permit is consistent with the Sonoma County Integrated Waste Management Plan, which was approved by the CIWMB on 
July 30, 1996. The location of the facility is identified in the Countywide Siting Element, pursuant to Public Resources Code 
(PRC), Section 50001(a). 

b. This permit is consistent with the standards adopted by the CIWMB, pursuant to PRC 44010. 

c. The design and operation of the facility is consistent with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal 
as determined by the enforcement agency, pursuant to PRC 44009. 

d. The Rancho Adobe Fire Department has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards, pursuant to 
PRC, 44151. 

e. A Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH #95073068) and certified by the County of 
Sonoma Board of Supervisors on December 8, 1998. The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) describes and supports the design 
and operation, which will be authorized by the issuance of this permit. A Notice of Determination was filed with the State 
Clearinghouse on December 8, 1998. A Technical Addendum (TA), dated April 13, 2005, found that the changes to the SWFP 
in this revised SWFP do not require the preparation of a subsequent Environmental Impact Report(EIR) or Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND). 

f. A MND was filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH#2003062080) and certified by the County of Sonoma Board of 
Supervisors on August 5, 2003. The MND describes and supports the design and operation authorized by the issuance of the 
2004 revised SWFP. A Notice of Determination was filed with the State Clearinghouse on August 5, 2003. 

g. This permit is consistent with the Sonoma County Integrated Waste Management Plan, which was approved by the CIWMB on 
July 30, 1996. The location of the facility (transfer station) is identified in the NonDisposal Facility Element pursuant to Public 
Resources Code (PRC), Section 50001 (a). 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
 

Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 

9.  Permit Issued Date:  
      

10.  Permit Review Due Date:  
      

11.  Owner/Operator Transfer Date:  
      

12.  Legal Description of Facility: 
 

The legal description of this facility is contained in appendix A-1 of the Report of Disposal Site Information dated 01/25/2000. 
 

 

13.  Findings: 
 

a. This permit is consistent with the Sonoma County Integrated Waste Management Plan, which was approved by the CIWMB on 
July 30, 1996.  The location of the facility is identified in the Countywide Siting Element, pursuant to Public Resources Code 
(PRC), Section 50001(a). 

 
b. This permit is consistent with the standards adopted by the CIWMB, pursuant to PRC 44010. 

 
c. The design and operation of the facility is consistent with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal 

as determined by the enforcement agency, pursuant to PRC 44009. 
 

d. The Rancho Adobe Fire Department has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards, pursuant to 
PRC, 44151. 

 
e. A Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH #95073068) and certified by the County of 

Sonoma Board of Supervisors on December 8, 1998.  The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) describes and supports the design 
and operation, which will be authorized by the issuance of this permit.  A Notice of Determination was filed with the State 
Clearinghouse on December 8, 1998.  A Technical Addendum (TA), dated April 13, 2005, found that the changes to the SWFP 
in this revised SWFP do not require the preparation of a subsequent Environmental Impact Report(EIR) or Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND).  

 
       f.     A MND was filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH#2003062080) and certified by the County of Sonoma Board of 

Supervisors on August 5, 2003.  The MND describes and supports the design and operation authorized by the issuance of the 
2004 revised SWFP.  A Notice of Determination was filed with the State Clearinghouse on August 5, 2003. 

 
      g.     This permit is consistent with the Sonoma County Integrated Waste Management Plan, which was approved by the CIWMB on 

July 30, 1996.  The location of the facility (transfer station) is identified in the NonDisposal Facility Element pursuant to Public 
Resources Code (PRC), Section 50001 (a).  
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 

14.  Prohibitions: 

The permittee is prohibited from accepting 

Hazardous, radioactive, medical (as 
other wastes requiring special treatment 
amendments thereto and as approved 

the following wastes: 

defined in Chapter 6.1, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code), liquid, designated, or 
or handling, except as identified in the Report of Facility Information and approved 

by the enforcement agency and other federal, state, and local agencies. 

15.  The following documents describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility: 

Date Date 

Report of Disposal Site Information 

Amendments 

(1) Dec. 1, 2002 

(2) April, 2005 

(2A) May, 2005 

Preliminary Closure and Postclosure 
Maintenance Plan 

Feb 11, 2005 

Waste Discharge Requirements 
Order No. R1-2004-0040 6/10/04 

Closure Financial Assurance 
Documentation 5/5/05 

APCD Permit to Operate #2254 renew annual Operating Liability Certification 5/2/05 

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
12/8/98 Land Use and/or Conditional Use Permit N/A (SCH # 95073068) 

EIR (SCH# 97022022) 8/19/98 Sonoma County General Plan 3/23/89 

EIR (SCH# 95073068) 12/15/98 TA 4/13/05 

MNR (SCR# 2003062080) 8/5/03 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
 

Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 

14.  Prohibitions: 
 

The permittee is prohibited from accepting the following wastes: 
 

Hazardous, radioactive, medical (as defined in Chapter 6.1, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code), liquid, designated, or 
other wastes requiring special treatment or handling, except as identified in the Report of Facility Information and approved 
amendments thereto and as approved by the enforcement agency and other federal, state, and local agencies.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

15.  The following documents describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility: 
 

 Date  Date 

Report of Disposal Site Information 

Amendments  

(1) Dec. 1, 2002 

(2) April, 2005 

(2A) May, 2005 

Preliminary Closure and Postclosure 
Maintenance Plan  Feb 11, 2005 

Waste Discharge Requirements  
Order No. R1-2004-0040 6/10/04 

Closure Financial Assurance 
Documentation 5/5/05 

APCD  Permit to Operate  #2254 renew annual Operating Liability Certification 5/2/05 

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
(SCH # 95073068) 12/8/98 Land Use and/or Conditional Use Permit N/A 

EIR (SCH# 97022022) 8/19/98 Sonoma County General Plan 3/23/89 

EIR (SCH# 95073068) 12/15/98 TA 4/13/05 

MNR (SCR# 2003062080) 8/5/03             
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 

16. Self Monitoring: 

The owner/operator shall submit the results of all self monitoring programs to the Enforcement Agency 
of the reporting period (for example, 1st quarter = January — March, the report is due by April 30, etc.. 
an annual basis shall be submitted with the 4th quarter monitoring report, unless otherwise stated.) 

within 30 days of the end 
Information required on 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
 

Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

16.  Self Monitoring: 
 

The owner/operator shall submit the results of all self monitoring programs to the Enforcement Agency within 30 days of the end 
of the reporting period (for example, 1st quarter = January – March, the report is due by April 30, etc..  Information required on 
an annual basis shall be submitted with the 4th quarter monitoring report, unless otherwise stated.)  
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 

Program Reporting Frequency 

a. The types and quantities (in tons) of waste, including separated or commingled recyclables, 
entering the facility per day. 

b. The number and types of vehicles using the facility per day. 

c. Results of the hazardous waste load checking program, including the quantities and types of 
hazardous wastes, medical wastes or otherwise prohibited wastes found in the waste stream 
and the disposition of these materials. 

d. Copies of all written complaints regarding this facility and the operator's actions taken to 
resolve these complaints. 

e. Results of the landfill gas monitoring program. 

f. Wet weather preparedness report/winter operations plan. 

g. Fill sequencing plan for the forthcoming year. 

h. Remaining site capacity. 

Annual — 

Quarterly 

Quarterly 

Quarterly 

Quarterly 

Quarterly 

due by November 

Annually 

Annually 

1 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
 

Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 

Program Reporting Frequency 

a. The types and quantities (in tons) of waste, including separated or commingled recyclables, 
entering the facility per day. 

 
b. The number and types of vehicles using the facility per day. 
 
c. Results of the hazardous waste load checking program, including the quantities and types of 

hazardous wastes, medical wastes or otherwise prohibited wastes found in the waste stream 
and the disposition of these materials. 

 
d. Copies of all written complaints regarding this facility and the operator's actions taken to 

resolve these complaints. 
 
e. Results of the landfill gas monitoring program. 
 
f. Wet weather preparedness report/winter operations plan.  
 
g. Fill sequencing plan for the forthcoming year. 
 
h. Remaining site capacity. 

 
 

Quarterly 
 
 

Quarterly 
 

Quarterly 
 
 
 

Quarterly 
 

 
Quarterly 

 
Annual – due by November 1 

 
Annually 

 
Annually 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

49-AA-0001 

17. 

a.  

b.  

c.  

d.  

e.  

f.  

g.  

h.  

L 

j.  

k.  

Enforcement Agency (EA) Conditions: 

The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for solid waste handling and disposal as specified in Title 27, 

but is not limited to, fires, explosions, 
accidents or property damage. Each 

mitigate the occurrence. The log shall be 

upon request and within the time 

shall not exceed reeeive-more4han-this 

California Code of Regulations. 

The operator shall maintain a log of special/unusual occurrences. This log shall include, 
the discharge and disposition of hazardous or unpermitted wastes, and significant injuries, 
log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of any actions taken by the operator to 
available to site personnel and the EA at all times. 

Additional information concerning the design and operation of the facility shall be furnished 
frame specified by the EA. 

The maximum permitted daily tonnage for this facility is 2500 TPD tens-per-da5.;_and 
amount this tonnage limit without a revision of this permit. The temporary (three years) Transfer Station is allowed a throughput 
of 1050 TPD of waste and may increase the waste throughput by 7% annually for two years, up to a maximum permitted daily 
tonnage of 1202 TPD at the third year based upon a review and written approval by the LEA that the tonnage increase is needed 
to protect public health and safety and that there is sufficient remaining Transfer Station design capacity available to process the 
increased tonnage. The Transfer Station tonnage limit is included in the maximum permitted daily tonnage of 2500 TPD. 

This permit is subject to review by the EA and may be suspended, revoked, or revised 

The EA reserves the right to suspend or modify waste receiving and handling operations 
emergency, a potential health hazard, or the creation of a public nuisance. 

Any change that would cause the design or operation of the facility not to conform to 
prohibited. Such a change may be considered a significant change, requiring a permit 
implement any change without first submitting a written notice of the proposed change, 
EA at least 180 days in advance of the change. 

A copy of this permit shall be maintained at the facility. 

Prior to rock excavation and construction of the landfill liner and leachate collection 
Prevention Plan shall be prepared. The plan will identify procedures for refueling equipment, 
maintenance and repair, and storing construction materials that will minimize the potential 

at any time for sufficient cause. 

when deemed necessary due to an 

the terms and conditions of this permit is 
revision. In no case shall the operator 

in the form of an RFI amendment, to the 

and removal system (LCRS), a Spill 
performing equipment 

for spills. The plan will require that 
restricted to locations where spills could be 

up spills and procedures for disposal of 

excluding holidays, when the public is 
shall be established around the blast site 
and sentries to assure a safe clear zone 
be established prior to blasting. 

signs shall be clearly visible and legible 
system for warning of impending blasts. 
and all clear signals. All warning systems 

agencies. 

all people, animals and equipment are 

on the Central Disposal Site. This 
that are yet unloaded or left over 

shall be cleaned up prior to detonating the 

depth which assures that a maximum bench 
of explosives per day will not exceed 

any explosives spilled during the loading of the blasting holes can be designated and 
contained. The plan will include contingency measures to be used to contain and clean 
used or spilled materials. 

Blasting shall be limited to the hours of 4:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. Monday through Friday, 
not present. A safety setback perimeter, consistent with OSHA and MSHA requirements 
with cones. Prior to a blast, all access points to the blasting site shall be blocked by signs 
around the blast. The following warning systems, procedures and protection devices shall 

1. A system of audible signals to warn of impending blast. 

2. Signboards and flags indicating areas where blasting operations are occurring. These 
from all parts of access to the area. The signs shall clearly describe the audible signal 
Blast area signs shall clearly indicate the length and nature of audible blast warnings 
shall comply with the most stringent requirements of regulating local, state and federal 

3. Only the blaster-in-charge will give the signal that it is safe to blast after ensuring that 
in safe locations. 

4. Explosions must be directly supervised by a licensed blaster at all times that they are 
requirement applies to all explosives that are already loaded in the ground and to explosives 
after a blast is loaded. Any explosives spilled during the loading of the blasting holes 
explosives. No explosives will be stored at the Central Disposal Site. 

The bore holes for blasting shall be limited to a maximum diameter of 4 inches and a 
height of 30 feet is not exceeded. All blasts will be designed so that the maximum weight 
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17.  Enforcement Agency (EA) Conditions: 

a. The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for solid waste handling and disposal as specified in Title 27, 
California Code of Regulations. 

b. The operator shall maintain a log of special/unusual occurrences.  This log shall include, but is not limited to, fires, explosions, 
the discharge and disposition of hazardous or unpermitted wastes, and significant injuries, accidents or property damage.  Each 
log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of any actions taken by the operator to mitigate the occurrence.  The log shall be 
available to site personnel and the EA at all times. 

c. Additional information concerning the design and operation of the facility shall be furnished upon request and within the time 
frame specified by the EA. 

d. The maximum permitted daily tonnage for this facility is 2500 TPD tons per day, and shall not exceed receive more than this 
amount this tonnage limit without a revision of this permit. The temporary (three years) Transfer Station is allowed a throughput 
of 1050 TPD of waste and may increase the waste throughput by 7% annually for two years, up to a maximum permitted daily 
tonnage of 1202 TPD at the third year based upon a review and written approval by the LEA that the tonnage increase is needed 
to protect public health and safety and that there is sufficient remaining Transfer Station design capacity available to process the 
increased tonnage. The Transfer Station tonnage limit is included in the maximum permitted daily tonnage of 2500 TPD.  

e. This permit is subject to review by the EA and may be suspended, revoked, or revised at any time for sufficient cause. 

f. The EA reserves the right to suspend or modify waste receiving and handling operations when deemed necessary due to an 
emergency, a potential health hazard, or the creation of a public nuisance. 

g. Any change that would cause the design or operation of the facility not to conform to the terms and conditions of this permit is 
prohibited.  Such a change may be considered a significant change, requiring a permit revision.  In no case shall the operator 
implement any change without first submitting a written notice of the proposed change, in the form of an RFI amendment, to the 
EA at least 180 days in advance of the change. 

h. A copy of this permit shall be maintained at the facility. 

i. Prior to rock excavation and construction of the landfill liner and leachate collection and removal system (LCRS), a Spill 
Prevention Plan shall be prepared. The plan will identify procedures for refueling equipment, performing equipment 
maintenance and repair, and storing construction materials that will minimize the potential for spills. The plan will require that 
any explosives spilled during the loading of the blasting holes can be designated and restricted to locations where spills could be 
contained. The plan will include contingency measures to be used to contain and clean up spills and procedures for disposal of 
used or spilled materials. 

j. Blasting shall be limited to the hours of 4:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. Monday through Friday, excluding holidays, when the public is 
not present. A safety setback perimeter, consistent with OSHA and MSHA requirements shall be established around the blast site 
with cones. Prior to a blast, all access points to the blasting site shall be blocked by signs and sentries to assure a safe clear zone 
around the blast. The following warning systems, procedures and protection devices shall be established prior to blasting.  

       1. A system of audible signals to warn of impending blast.  

2. Signboards and flags indicating areas where blasting operations are occurring. These signs shall be clearly visible and legible     
from all parts of access to the area. The signs shall clearly describe the audible signal system for warning of impending blasts. 
Blast area signs shall clearly indicate the length and nature of audible blast warnings and all clear signals. All warning systems 
shall comply with the most stringent requirements of regulating local, state and federal agencies. 

3. Only the blaster-in-charge will give the signal that it is safe to blast after ensuring that all people, animals and equipment are 
in safe locations.  

4. Explosions must be directly supervised by a licensed blaster at all times that they are on the Central Disposal Site. This 
requirement applies to all explosives that are already loaded in the ground and to explosives that are yet unloaded or left over 
after a blast is loaded. Any explosives spilled during the loading of the blasting holes shall be cleaned up prior to detonating the 
explosives. No explosives will be stored at the Central Disposal Site. 

k. The bore holes for blasting shall be limited to a maximum diameter of 4 inches and a depth which assures that a maximum bench 
height of 30 feet is not exceeded. All blasts will be designed so that the maximum weight of explosives per day will not exceed 
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200 pounds. 

L Prior to placing explosives in the blast holes, methane detecting equipment will be used to determine whether methane gas is 
present at the collars of at least 15 blast holes that are nearest the areas of the landfill that contain buried refuse. If the monitors 
detect methane in concentrations exceeding 1.0%, the blasting contractor shall use only explosives especially formulated for safe 
use in gassy environments. All explosive charges shall be stemmed with at least 8 feet of clean crushed stone with a maximum 
dimension of 3/8 to 1/2  inch. 

m. Contractors working on the Central Disposal Site will be prohibited from blasting simultaneously at two or more locations. 
Blasting at more than one location may occur on the same day, but blasting will be coordinated so that blasts do not occur within 
10 minutes of each other. 

n. Blasting will not be allowed closer than 25 feet from the nearest part of the existing Central Disposal Site landfill that contains 
buried refuse, any monitoring well, landfill gas or leachate collection pipes, landfill liner, or leachate storage pond. The 
maximum charge weight per delay shall meet a minimum scale distance of 10 at the nearest part of the existing landfill that 
contains buried refuse, any monitoring well, landfill gas or leachate collection pipe, landfill liner, or leachate storage pond and a 
minimum scale distance of 60 based on the distance to the nearest privately owned building. The calculation producing the 
lowest weight shall be used in all cases. 

o. In no case shall blasting noise (air blast), measured near residential building, exceed 130 dBL. Peak particle velocity of blast 
induced ground motion shall not exceed 0.5 inches per second near any private off-site structures. Ground motion at the nearest 
part of the existing landfill containing buried refuse, any monitoring well, landfill gas or leachate collection pipe, liner, or 
leachate storage pond shall not exceed 7.5 inches per second. 

p. Blast reports shall be submitted to the County of Sonoma Department of Transportation and Public Works, Integrated Waste 
Division, within 24 hours after the time of blasting. Reports shall be kept on file and available for LEA review and shall include 
details about hold loads, maximum charge weight per delay, delay timing, blast time, weather conditions, explosive product 
names and quantities, and other pertinent information. A copy of the drill log will also be attached to the blast report. 

q. The Integrated Waste Division will conduct monthly inspections of the landfill cover to detect surface cracks. Should cracks 
(potential odor sources) be detected, they will be repaired immediately. 

r. The Integrated Waste Division will prepare and implement a plan to reduce dust emissions from construction operation of the 
facilities at the Central Disposal Site. As a minimum, the plan will contain the following features: 

1. Construction areas will be watered as needed to control dust. 

2. Water or other dust suppressants will be used on unpaved haul roads. 

3. Watering will be done more frequently when wind speeds exceed 15 mph. 

4. Dirt stockpiles will be watered or otherwise protected with a dust suppressant. 

5. Vehicle speeds will be limited to 15 mph on unpaved haul roads. 

6. Integrated Waste staff will monitor the condition of the main access road to the site, including its intersection with Mecham 
Road. The pavement will be cleaned by washing or sweeping whenever it is apparent that sufficient soil has been tracked or 
spilled on the pavement to cause substantial dust. 

7. To the extent possible, the contractor shall be required to remove all loose dirt and loose overburden material from the blasting 
area prior to drilling the blast holes. 

8. As directed by the County engineer, the contractor shall spray water over blast areas prior to blasting. 

9. The contractor shall be prohibited from loading explosives in blast holes and conducting a blast when the wind speed on the 
site exceeds 20 mph. 

10. The rock crusher shall be equipped with a spray mister, or incorporate some other equally effective measure to control dust. 

s. Construction equipment or materials storage areas shall be located as far away as practicable from residences. 

t. The Integrated Waste Division will increase the frequency of litter pick up along Mecham Road and Stony Point Road from 
West Railroad Avenue to Highway 116 so that these roadsides will be cleaned each day that the landfill is open. The Division 
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l. Prior to placing explosives in the blast holes, methane detecting equipment will be used to determine whether methane gas is 
present at the collars of at least 15 blast holes that are nearest the areas of the landfill that contain buried refuse. If the monitors 
detect methane in concentrations exceeding 1.0%, the blasting contractor shall use only explosives especially formulated for safe 
use in gassy environments. All explosive charges shall be stemmed with at least 8 feet of clean crushed stone with a maximum 
dimension of 3/8 to ½ inch. 

m. Contractors working on the Central Disposal Site will be prohibited from blasting simultaneously at two or more locations. 
Blasting at more than one location may occur on the same day, but blasting will be coordinated so that blasts do not occur within 
10 minutes of each other. 

n. Blasting will not be allowed closer than 25 feet from the nearest part of the existing Central Disposal Site landfill that contains 
buried refuse, any monitoring well, landfill gas or leachate collection pipes, landfill liner, or leachate storage pond. The 
maximum charge weight per delay shall meet a minimum scale distance of 10 at the nearest part of the existing landfill that 
contains buried refuse, any monitoring well, landfill gas or leachate collection pipe, landfill liner, or leachate storage pond and a 
minimum scale distance of 60 based on the distance to the nearest privately owned building. The calculation producing the 
lowest weight shall be used in all cases. 

o. In no case shall blasting noise (air blast), measured near residential building, exceed 130 dBL. Peak particle velocity of blast 
induced ground motion shall not exceed 0.5 inches per second near any private off-site structures. Ground motion at the nearest 
part of the existing landfill containing buried refuse, any monitoring well, landfill gas or leachate collection pipe, liner, or 
leachate storage pond shall not exceed 7.5 inches per second. 

p. Blast reports shall be submitted to the County of Sonoma Department of Transportation and Public Works, Integrated Waste 
Division, within 24 hours after the time of blasting. Reports shall be kept on file and available for LEA review and shall include 
details about hold loads, maximum charge weight per delay, delay timing, blast time, weather conditions, explosive product 
names and quantities, and other pertinent information. A copy of the drill log will also be attached to the blast report. 

q. The Integrated Waste Division will conduct monthly inspections of the landfill cover to detect surface cracks. Should cracks 
(potential odor sources) be detected, they will be repaired immediately. 

r. The Integrated Waste Division will prepare and implement a plan to reduce dust emissions from construction operation of the 
facilities at the Central Disposal Site. As a minimum, the plan will contain the following features:  

1. Construction areas will be watered as needed to control dust. 

2. Water or other dust suppressants will be used on unpaved haul roads. 

3. Watering will be done more frequently when wind speeds exceed 15 mph. 

4. Dirt stockpiles will be watered or otherwise protected with a dust suppressant. 

5. Vehicle speeds will be limited to 15 mph on unpaved haul roads. 

6. Integrated Waste staff will monitor the condition of the main access road to the site, including its intersection with Mecham 
Road. The pavement will be cleaned by washing or sweeping whenever it is apparent that sufficient soil has been tracked or 
spilled on the pavement to cause substantial dust.  

7. To the extent possible, the contractor shall be required to remove all loose dirt and loose overburden material from the blasting 
area prior to drilling the blast holes. 

8. As directed by the County engineer, the contractor shall spray water over blast areas prior to blasting. 

9. The contractor shall be prohibited from loading explosives in blast holes and conducting a blast when the wind speed on the 
site exceeds 20 mph. 

10. The rock crusher shall be equipped with a spray mister, or incorporate some other equally effective measure to control dust. 

s.     Construction equipment or materials storage areas shall be located as far away as practicable from residences. 

t.      The Integrated Waste Division will increase the frequency of litter pick up along Mecham Road and Stony Point Road from 
West Railroad Avenue to Highway 116 so that these roadsides will be cleaned each day that the landfill is open. The Division 
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will also post signs on Mecham Road that will give a phone number at the Central Disposal Site that people may call to report 
vehicles that are seen littering on the way to or from the Central Disposal Site. At least one sign for the northbound direction near 
Pepper Road and one for the southbound directions near Stony Point Road will be posted. 

u. The Household Hazardous Waste Collection Facility shall comply with the operation plan, worker health and safety plan, and 
emergency response plan, approved by the County of Sonoma Department of Emergency Services. The operation plan details 
handling procedures for hazardous wastes, procedures for handling sensitive materials such as explosives, preventative and 
safety measures, daily and periodic safety inspections for safety equipment reporting and tracking methods, and personal training 
requirements. The worker health and safety plan also encompasses training requirements, safety equipment and inspection, signs 
and warning system. The emergency response plan details responses to potential spills, releases, receipt of sensitive materials, 
fires and explosions, This includes the appropriate agencies to notify, procedures for emergency isolation and management of the 
site, identification of the waste involved, notification of the surrounding community (if needed), evacuation of the site (and 
surrounding community, if needed), and the appropriate hazardous materials clean-up activity. 

v. When operations are conducted during hours of darkness, the site and/or equipment shall be equipped with adequate lighting to 
ensure safety and to monitor the effectiveness of operations. 

w. Site attendants shall be present at all times at the public and commercial unloading areas 
one site attendant shall be present at the public tipping facility/transfer station and one 

during operating hours. At a minimum, 
site attendant shall be present at the 

commercial unloading area, provided the unloading area is confined to as small an area 
using the area without resulting in traffic, personnel, or public safety hazards 

as possible to the number of vehicles 

x. Types of wastes received at this facility include all non-hazardous solid wastes, which consists of: 

1. construction/demolition 
2. dead animals 
3. industrial 
4. mixed municipal 
5. sludge 
6. waste tires 
7. inert waste 

y. The following Alternative Daily Covers are approved for use at this facility, when used in accordance with 27 CCR 20690 (b)(1), 
(3), (9) and (11): 
1. geosynthetic fabric or panel products (blankets) 
2. processed green material 
3. processed construction and demolition wastes and materials 
4. spray applied cementitions products 

z. The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for solid waste handling, transfer, and processing as specified in 
Title 14 California Code of Regulations. 

aa. The Construction and Demolition Debris Diversion Program is subject to the following limitations: 
1. A 20 foot setback is required between the grinder and all sound walls and all processed and unprocessed material stockpiles. 
2. The stockpiles of processed and unprocessed materials are limited to 2,500 cubic yards (100 ft x 45 ft x 15 ft). 
3. A 12 foot wide firelane shall be provided between stockpiles to allow access to all operation areas. 
4. All construction and demolition and inert debris shall be processed within 15 days of receipt and the processed material 

shall be removed from the site within 15 days of processing. 
5. Daily cleaning of the operations area around the grinder and stockpile areas is required. 

bb. A sound wall will be constructed and maintained on the north side of the metal baler 
metal baler to a minimum of 10 dBA less than the belt grinder in the composting area. 

to reduce the noise generated from the 

cc. The maximum permitted traffic volume is 364 vehicles entering and leaving the site during the morning peak hour (7:30 a.m. — 
8:30 a.m.) 

Au 
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will also post signs on Mecham Road that will give a phone number at the Central Disposal Site that people may call to report 
vehicles that are seen littering on the way to or from the Central Disposal Site. At least one sign for the northbound direction near 
Pepper Road and one for the southbound directions near Stony Point Road will be posted. 

u.     The Household Hazardous Waste Collection Facility shall comply with the operation plan, worker health and safety plan, and 
emergency response plan, approved by the County of Sonoma Department of Emergency Services. The operation plan details 
handling procedures for hazardous wastes, procedures for handling sensitive materials such as explosives, preventative and 
safety measures, daily and periodic safety inspections for safety equipment reporting and tracking methods, and personal training 
requirements. The worker health and safety plan also encompasses training requirements, safety equipment and inspection, signs 
and warning system. The emergency response plan details responses to potential spills, releases, receipt of sensitive materials, 
fires and explosions, This includes the appropriate agencies to notify, procedures for emergency isolation and management of the 
site, identification of the waste involved, notification of the surrounding community (if needed), evacuation of the site (and 
surrounding community, if needed), and the appropriate hazardous materials clean-up activity. 

v.    When operations are conducted during hours of darkness, the site and/or equipment shall be equipped with adequate lighting to 
ensure safety and to monitor the effectiveness of operations. 

w.     Site attendants shall be present at all times at the public and commercial unloading areas during operating hours. At a minimum, 
one site attendant shall be present at the public tipping facility/transfer station and one site attendant shall be present at the 
commercial unloading area, provided the unloading area is confined to as small an area as possible to the number of vehicles 
using the area without resulting in traffic, personnel, or public safety hazards 

x.     Types of wastes received at this facility include all non-hazardous solid wastes, which consists of: 

1. construction/demolition 
2. dead animals 
3. industrial 
4. mixed municipal 
5. sludge 
6. waste tires 
7. inert waste 
 

y.    The following Alternative Daily Covers are approved for use at this facility, when used in accordance with 27 CCR 20690 (b)(1), 
(3), (9) and (11): 
1. geosynthetic fabric or panel products (blankets) 
2. processed green material 
3. processed construction and demolition wastes and materials 
4. spray applied cementitions products 
 

z.    The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for solid waste handling, transfer, and processing as specified in 
Title 14 California Code of Regulations. 
 

aa.   The Construction and Demolition Debris Diversion Program is subject to the following limitations:  
1. A 20 foot setback is required between the grinder and all sound walls and all processed and unprocessed material stockpiles. 
2. The stockpiles of processed and unprocessed materials are limited to 2,500 cubic yards (100 ft x 45 ft x 15 ft). 
3. A 12 foot wide firelane shall be provided between stockpiles to allow access to all operation areas. 
4. All construction and demolition and inert debris shall be processed within 15 days of receipt and the processed material     

shall be removed from the site within 15 days of processing. 
5. Daily cleaning of the operations area around the grinder and stockpile areas is required. 
 

bb.   A sound wall will be constructed and maintained on the north side of the metal baler to reduce the noise generated from the 
metal baler to a minimum of 10 dBA less than the belt grinder in the composting area. 
 

cc.   The maximum permitted traffic volume is 364 vehicles entering and leaving the site during the morning peak hour (7:30 a.m. – 
8:30 a.m.) 
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dd. 

ee. 

ff. 

gg. 

A maximum of 2 loaded transfer trailers may leave the transfer station between the hours of 6:00 to 7:00 a.m. and a maximum 
of 6 transfer trailers may leave the transfer station between the hours of 4:00 to 6:30 p.m. 

No more than 150 tons (600 cubic yards) of municipal solid waste may remain on the transfer station floor at the end of each 
operating day. 

The transfer station shall be cleaned each operating day. All solid waste received at the transfer station shall be removed from 
the facility within 24 hours of receipt, excluding holidays. 

The existing landfill (Landfill 1) covers 130 acres. The East Canyon Expansion Unit (Landfill 2) covers an additional 42.8 acres, 

hh. 

half of which has been constructed bringing the total to 172 acres. Pursuant to Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR) Order R1- 
2004-0040, the total area permitted for refuse disposal at this time is approximately 150 acres (existing landfill 1 of 130 and 20 
acres of Landfill 2, phases 1 and 2). The 172 acres in the landfill permit will be allowed for fill contingent on an allowable 
WDRs. 

Closure Plan, is based upon the The estimated closure year of 2019, as proposed in the February 11, 2005 Preliminary 

H. 

assumption that out-hauling of all of the County's waste stream will continue for an interim period of approximately three (3) 
years and is dependent upon approvals of Phases III, IV and V of the East Canyon Expansion, Rock Extraction Area and 
Compost Area by the RWQCB. Submittal of the Preliminary Closure Plan was required pursuant to Provision 11 of the WRD 
Order No. R1-2004-0040 and may be revised. At least two (2) years before closing the first area of the landfill, a Final Closure 
Plan shall be submitted to the CIWMB, RWQCB and the LEA. 

19, 2008. Application for a Three (3) Year Permit Review is required to be submitted by March 

jj. Any change in Transfer Station permit status from temporary to permanent will require a permit review and revision of the 
SWFP and additional CEQA review and analysis. 
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dd.   A maximum of 2 loaded transfer trailers may leave the transfer station between the hours of 6:00 to 7:00 a.m. and a maximum 

of 6 transfer trailers may leave the transfer station between the hours of 4:00 to 6:30 p.m. 
 

ee.   No more than 150 tons (600 cubic yards) of municipal solid waste may remain on the transfer station floor at the end of each 
operating day. 
 

ff.    The transfer station shall be cleaned each operating day. All solid waste received at the transfer station shall be removed from 
the facility within 24 hours of receipt, excluding holidays. 
 

gg.  The existing landfill (Landfill 1) covers 130 acres. The East Canyon Expansion Unit (Landfill 2) covers an additional 42.8 acres, 
half of which has been constructed bringing the total to 172 acres. Pursuant to Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR) Order R1-
2004-0040, the total area permitted for refuse disposal at this time is approximately 150 acres (existing landfill 1 of 130 and 20 
acres of Landfill 2, phases 1 and 2). The 172 acres in the landfill permit will be allowed for fill contingent on an allowable 
WDRs. 
 

hh.  The estimated closure year of 2019, as proposed in the February 11, 2005 Preliminary Closure Plan, is based upon the 
assumption that out-hauling of all of the County’s waste stream will continue for an interim period of approximately three (3) 
years and is dependent upon approvals of Phases III, IV and V of the East Canyon Expansion, Rock Extraction Area and 
Compost Area by the RWQCB. Submittal of the Preliminary Closure Plan was required pursuant to Provision 11 of the WRD 
Order No. R1-2004-0040 and may be revised. At least two (2) years before closing the first area of the landfill, a Final Closure 
Plan shall be submitted to the CIWMB, RWQCB and the LEA. 
 

ii.    Application for a Three (3) Year Permit Review is required to be submitted by March 19, 2008. 
 

jj.   Any change in Transfer Station permit status from temporary to permanent will require a permit review and revision of the 
SWFP and additional CEQA review and analysis. 
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Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Facility And 
Transfer/Processing Station) For The Central Disposal Site, Sonoma County 

WHEREAS, Sonoma County Department of Transportation and Public Works operates the Central 
Disposal Facility, located on 500 Mecham Road, Petaluma CA 94952; and 

WHEREAS, the Sonoma County Environmental Health Division, acting as the local enforcement 
agency, has submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, or objection to, a proposed full 
solid waste facilities permit for Central Disposal Site in Sonoma County; and 

WHEREAS, the is to for temporary 100% proposed permit allow a (3 year) out-haul of potentially all of 
the county's municipal solid waste that is currently being disposed of at the Central Disposal Site, the 
temporary (3 year) use of the landfill's public self-haul tipping floor building for use as a public and 
commercial transfer operation, a limit of 150 4-20 tons of solid waste which may remain on the transfer 

floor the day, increase in litter station at end of each operating and an public road side pick up 
frequency: list to include inerts tires; the C&D an updated waste characterization and addition of waste 
as an approved alternative daily cover used at the landfill; inclusion and clarification of the Landfill's 
disposal footprint acreage that is currently allowed for use; an updated estimated closure date of 2019; 
the submittal of an application for a three year permit review to the LEA by March 19, 2008, to 
reevaluate permit provisions; a maximum permitted limit of 1050 tons per day (TPD) throughput of 
waste at the Transfer Station that may increase by 7% annually for two years, up to a maximum 
permitted daily tonnage limit of 1202 TPD at the third year; inclusion of the Transfer Station tonnage 
limit included in the maximum permitted daily tonnage of 2500 TPD; a limit on outgoing transfer 
trailers during specific hours of the day from the Transfer Station; and the removal of all solid waste 
from the Transfer Station once every 24 hours. 

WHEREAS, the LEA has certified that the application package is complete and correct, and the 
California Environmental Quality Act documents that were prepared for the project support the changes 
proposed in the permit; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit and application package for consistency 
with standards adopted by the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed permit is consistent with the California Environmental 
Quality Act; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Central Disposal Site is identified in Sonoma County's Integrated 
Waste Management Plan; and 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-224 (Revised) 
Consideration Of A Revised Full Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Facility And 
Transfer/Processing Station) For The Central Disposal Site, Sonoma County 
 
WHEREAS, Sonoma County Department of Transportation and Public Works operates the Central 
Disposal Facility, located on 500 Mecham Road, Petaluma CA 94952; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Sonoma County Environmental Health Division, acting as the local enforcement 
agency, has submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, or objection to, a proposed full 
solid waste facilities permit for Central Disposal Site in Sonoma County; and 
 
WHEREAS, the proposed permit is to allow for a temporary (3 year) out-haul of potentially all 100% of 
the county’s municipal solid waste that is currently being disposed of at the Central Disposal Site, the 
temporary (3 year) use of the landfill’s public self-haul tipping floor building for use as a public and 
commercial transfer operation, a limit of 150 120  tons of solid waste which may remain on the transfer 
station floor at the end of each operating day, and an increase in public road side litter pick-up 
frequency: an updated waste characterization list to include inerts and tires; the addition of C&D waste 
as an approved alternative daily cover used at the landfill; inclusion and clarification of the Landfill’s 
disposal footprint acreage that is currently allowed for use; an updated estimated closure date of 2019; 
the submittal of an application for a three year permit review to the LEA by March 19, 2008, to 
reevaluate permit provisions; a maximum permitted limit of 1050 tons per day (TPD) throughput of 
waste at the Transfer Station that may increase by 7% annually for two years, up to a maximum 
permitted daily tonnage limit of 1202 TPD at the third year; inclusion of the Transfer Station tonnage 
limit included in the maximum permitted daily tonnage of 2500 TPD; a limit on outgoing transfer 
trailers during specific hours of the day from the Transfer Station; and the removal of all solid waste 
from the Transfer Station once every 24 hours. 
 
WHEREAS, the LEA has certified that the application package is complete and correct, and the 
California Environmental Quality Act documents that were prepared for the project support the changes 
proposed in the permit; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit and application package for consistency 
with standards adopted by the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed permit is consistent with the California Environmental 
Quality Act; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Central Disposal Site is identified in Sonoma County’s Integrated 
Waste Management Plan; and  
 



WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed permit and application package is consistent with standards 
adopted by the Board; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
concurs with the issuance of Solid Waste Facility Permit No. 49-AA-0001. 

CERTIFICATION 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August 
16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed permit and application package is consistent with standards 
adopted by the Board; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
concurs with the issuance of Solid Waste Facility Permit No. 49-AA-0001. 
 

CERTIFICATION 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August 
16-17, 2005. 
 
Dated:   
 
 
 
Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 35 (Revision 2) 

Of A Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Site) 
And Resource Recovery Facility, Alameda County 

ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
1. This item requests Board concurrence on the revision of the 

Resource Recovery Facility Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP). 
2. Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board 

concur or object to the issuance of a full solid waste facilities 
proposed permit and application package were received on 
subsequently asked to waive the time frame to process this permit 
issues. The LEA submitted an updated proposed permit on 
submittal of a proposed permit that would allow 60 days for 
August Board meeting was June 18, 2005. The Board has until 
act on this permit. When the proposed permit package was 
contained all the items required in Title 27, California Code 
Section 21685. 

ITEM HISTORY 

Board 

For The Altamont 

Altamont Landfill and 

has 60 calendar days to 
permit. The initial 

June 6, 2005. The operator 
to resolve outstanding 

July 18, 2005. The date for 
Board review prior to the 

September 11, 2005 to 
received, the package 
of Regulations (CCR), 

April 1994. 

on page 3 of this item 

after notice and before 

• The Board last considered a revised permit for the facility in 
• Compliance History as reported by the LEA: 

2001 - No violations 
2002 - No violations 
2003 - Three violations 
2004 - No violations 
2005 - No violations 

Please see the Consistency with State Minimum Standards section 
for a description of the violations. 

Note: single underline and strikeout are revisions made to the item 
the Permitting and Enforcement Committee meeting on August 8, 2005. Double 

as 

adopt its 

strikeout and double underline are revisions made after August 8, 2005. 

OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 

Considerations adopted 
proposed permit 

and prepare and 

may decide to do one of the following: 
1. Adopt the CEQA Findings and Statement of Overriding 

by the Lead Agency and concur with the issuance of the 
submitted by the LEA; 

2. Adopt the CEQA Findings adopted by the Lead Agency 
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ITEM 

Consideration Of A Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Site) For The Altamont 
Landfill And Resource Recovery Facility, Alameda County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
1. This item requests Board concurrence on the revision of the Altamont Landfill and 

Resource Recovery Facility Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP). 
2. Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar days to 

concur or object to the issuance of a full solid waste facilities permit.  The initial 
proposed permit and application package were received on June 6, 2005.  The operator 
subsequently asked to waive the time frame to process this permit to resolve outstanding 
issues.   The LEA submitted an updated proposed permit on July 18, 2005.  The date for 
submittal of a proposed permit that would allow 60 days for Board review prior to the 
August Board meeting was June 18, 2005. The Board has until September 11, 2005 to 
act on this permit.  When the proposed permit package was received, the package 
contained all the items required in Title 27, California Code of Regulations (CCR), 
Section 21685. 

 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
• The Board last considered a revised permit for the facility in April 1994. 
• Compliance History as reported by the LEA:  
  

 2001 -  No violations 
 2002 -  No violations 
 2003 -  Three violations  

2004 -  No violations  
2005 -  No violations  
 

Please see the Consistency with State Minimum Standards section on page 3 of this item 
for a description of the violations. 
 
Note: single underline and strikeout are revisions made to the item after notice and before 
the Permitting and Enforcement Committee meeting on August 8, 2005.  Double 
strikeout and double underline are revisions made after August 8, 2005. 

 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to do one of the following: 

1. Adopt the CEQA Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations adopted 
by the Lead Agency and concur with the issuance of the proposed permit as 
submitted by the LEA; 

2. Adopt the CEQA Findings adopted by the Lead Agency and prepare and adopt its 
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IV.  

V.  

own a new Statement of Overriding Considerations and concur in the issuance of 
the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA; 

3. C thc issuance f thc by thc LEA; ncur with pr posed permit as submitted 
3. Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA; 
35 4. Take no the by the LEA. If the Board action on proposed permit as submitted 

chooses option three, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance 
of the proposed permit 60 days after the Board's receipt of the permit. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Because the Lead Agency has determined that this project has significant environmental 
impact(s) regarding visual quality and air quality that cannot be avoided or substantially 
lessened. If Board staff find that the Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) is 
adequate for the Board's consideration, and staff will recommend that the Board consider 
and adopt as its own the SOC. 

Board staff will also recommend that the Board concur with the issuance of the proposed 
as submitted by the LEA, if it is determined that the Joint Technical Document permit 

there is finding the (JTD) meets regulatory requirements and of conformance with 
County Integrated Waste Management Plan. 

ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
Facility Name: Altamont Landfill and Resource Recovery Facility 

Facility No. 01-AA-0009 

Facility Type: Existing Landfill 

Location: Altamont Pass Road, Livermore 

Current Facility Size: 230 acres current permitted disposal footprint; 
Current total permitted property of facility: 1,528 acres 

Proposed Facility Additional 242 acres of disposal footprint totaling 472 acres; 
Size: Total permitted boundary of facility: 2,170 acres 

Setting: All land to-the-cast-and-noct-h 1,000 feet surrounding uses within of 
the facility lie within the unincorporated part of Alameda County. 

f thc facility lie thc City f Livermore. The within surrounding 
communities to the facility are agricultural, wind farms and 
residential. 

Operational Status: Permitted, active 

Waste Types: Non-hazardous solid wastes and designated wastes 

Current Hours of Open 7 days/week: 24 hrs/day for commercial traffic; 
Operation: 6 a.m. — 6 p.m. for receipt of waste from the public 
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own a new Statement of Overriding Considerations and concur in the issuance of 
the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA; 

3. Concur with the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA; 
3.       Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA; 
35. 4. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.  If the Board 

chooses option three, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance 
of the proposed permit 60 days after the Board’s receipt of the permit. 

 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Because the Lead Agency has determined that this project has significant environmental 
impact(s) regarding visual quality and air quality that cannot be avoided or substantially 
lessened.   If Board staff find that the Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) is 
adequate for the Board’s consideration, and staff will recommend that the Board consider 
and adopt as its own the SOC.   
 
Board staff will also recommend that the Board concur with the issuance of the proposed 
permit as submitted by the LEA, if it is determined that the Joint Technical Document 
(JTD) meets regulatory requirements and there is finding of conformance with the 
County Integrated Waste Management Plan. 
 

V. ANALYSIS 

A. Key Issues and Findings 
Facility Name:  Altamont Landfill and Resource Recovery Facility   

Facility No. 01-AA-0009 
 

Facility Type:  Existing Landfill  
 

Location:  Altamont Pass Road, Livermore 
 
Current Facility Size: 230 acres current permitted disposal footprint;  

Current total permitted property of facility: 1,528 acres 
 

Proposed Facility  Additional 242 acres of disposal footprint totaling 472 acres; 
Size:  Total permitted boundary of facility: 2,170 acres 

 
Setting:  All surrounding land uses to the east and north within 1,000 feet of 

the facility lie within the unincorporated part of Alameda County.  
All surrounding land uses to the west and south within 1,000 feet 
of the facility lie within the City of Livermore. The surrounding 
communities to the facility are agricultural, wind farms and 
residential. 

   
Operational Status: Permitted, active 
 
Waste Types: Non-hazardous solid wastes and designated wastes  
 
Current Hours of Open 7 days/week: 24 hrs/day for commercial traffic;  
Operation:  6 a.m. – 6 p.m. for receipt of waste from the public  
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Permitted 
Maximum Tonnage: 11,500 tons per day 

Owner:/Operator: Waste Management 
County 

LEA: Ms. Mee Ling Tung, 
County of Alameda 
Dept. of Environmental 
Office of Solid And 

Background 
The Altamont Landfill is an existing municipal 
since 1980. 

The proposed revised permit is to allow the 
• An expansion of the disposal footprint 

472 acres. 
• An expansion of the overall property 

Findings The following LEA certification 

for disposal 

of Alameda 

Director 

Health 
Medical Waste 

solid waste landfill and has been open 

following change: 
acreage of the landfill from 230 acres to 

acreage from 1,528 acres to 2,170. 

and staff analysis are provided: 

is complete and correct; 
meets the requirements of Title 27, CCR, Section 

waste facility permit is consistent with and 
Quality Act (CEQA). 

staffs review and analysis of the proposed permit 

LEA Certification: 
• The permit application package 
• The Joint Technical Document 

21600; and 
• That the proposed revised solid 

supported by the California Environmental 

Staff Analysis 
The following table summarizes Board 
application package: 

01-AA-0009 

Summary of Board Findings 

Accept- 
able 

Unaccept- 
able 

To Be 
Deter- 
mined 

Not 
Applic- 

able 

See Details 
in Agenda 

Item 

CIWMP Conformance (PRC 50001) X X 1.  

Consistency With State Minimum Standards 
X 2.  

California Environmental Quality Act X B.1 

RFI Completeness X X 

Closure Plan X B.2 

Financial Assurances X B.3 

1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP): 
any new Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 50001 requires that the location of 

or expanded disposal facility be identified in the applicable jurisdiction's 
CIWMP. 
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Permitted  
Maximum Tonnage: 11,500 tons per day for disposal  
 
Owner:/Operator: Waste Management of Alameda  
   County 
 
LEA:   Ms. Mee Ling Tung, Director 

County of Alameda 
Dept. of Environmental Health 
Office of Solid And Medical Waste 
 

Background 
The Altamont Landfill is an existing municipal solid waste landfill and has been open 
since 1980.   
 
The proposed revised permit is to allow the following change: 

• An expansion of the disposal footprint acreage of the landfill from 230 acres to 
472 acres.  

• An expansion of the overall property acreage from 1,528 acres to 2,170. 
 

Findings  The following LEA certification and staff analysis are provided: 
 
LEA Certification: 

• The permit application package is complete and correct;  
• The Joint Technical Document meets the requirements of Title 27, CCR, Section 

21600; and  
• That the proposed revised solid waste facility permit is consistent with and 

supported by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 

Staff Analysis  
The following table summarizes Board staff's review and analysis of the proposed permit 
application package: 

 01-AA-0009 

Summary of Board Findings 

Accept-
able 

Unaccept-
able 

To Be 
Deter-
mined 

Not 
Applic-

able 

See Details 
in Agenda 

Item 

CIWMP Conformance (PRC 50001) X  X  1. 

Consistency With State Minimum Standards X    2. 

California Environmental Quality Act  X    B.1 

RFI Completeness X  X   

Closure Plan X    B.2 

Financial Assurances X    B.3 

 1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP):   
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 50001 requires that the location of any new 
or expanded disposal facility be identified in the applicable jurisdiction’s 
CIWMP.  
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2. 

Agenda Item-35 (Revision 2) 

of The Altamont Landfill is identified in the County Alameda's CIWMP. The 
the Board's Office Local Assistance this staff of of was reviewing siting element 

the time this item Board the that at was written. staff will report on outcome of 
review at the Permitting and Enforcement Committee meeting in August. 

A location for the Altamont Landfill is identified in the County's CSE. However, 
the proposed permit would expand the boundaries of the facility currently 
identified in the CSE. The Board has indicated that on landfill expansions beyond 
currently permitted boundaries (October 7, 2003, Sustainability and Market 
Development Committee, item # 19), they would make such conformance 
findings on a case-by-case basis. In doing so, the Board indicated that it would 
look at various factors, such as proximity to residents, public notice and public 
opposition. 

From information provided by the Board's Permits & Enforcement (P&E) staff, 
Office of Local Assistance (OLA) staff understands that one of the purposes for 
this permit revision is to expand the external boundaries of the landfill. The 
boundary expansion is to provide additional land if needed for wetland and 
wildlife habitat mitigation. The current external boundaries will be expanded to 
the north and west for a total of an additional 642 acres contiguous with current 
boundaries. The facility's disposal footprint is also expanding to the east of the 
existing footprint an additional 242 acres, but within the current permitted 
boundaries. The nearest residence is approximately 6-miles 1 mile from the 
western edge of the existing disposal footprint, and about 1,000 feet or more from 
the expanded western boundary. 

The LEA held a public hearing on the proposed permit revision as required by 
Government Code Section 65091 (per Assembly Bill 1497) on May 10, 2005 at 
4:30 p.m. The meeting was held in Livermore and attended by the operator of the 
Altamont Landfill and staff from the Alameda County LEA; however, no one 
from the public attended. The public was also notified of the CEQA 
documentation produced for the proposed change in this revised permit, a Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for expansion of the landfill as it was first 
proposed in 1995. A Final Environmental Impact Report, or FEIR, was produced 
along with a settlement agreement regarding a lawsuit brought by interested 
parties in March 2000. The FEIR was certified, and an amended Conditional Use 
Permit (#C-5512) was approved by the Alameda County Board of Supervisors on 
March 9, 2000. Legal notice was advertised in two local newspapers, The Valley 
Times and The Independent. The FEIR was not put out for comment since it did 
not result in any new significant environmental impacts not already considered by 
the DEIR. 

OLA staff recommends the permit be found to be in conformance based on the 
expansion information noted above. 

Consistency with State Minimum Standards: 
The LEA has consistently found that the operation of the facility complies with 
the applicable State Minimum Standards. 
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The Altamont Landfill is identified in the County of Alameda’s CIWMP.  The 
staff of the Board’s Office of Local Assistance was reviewing this siting element  
 
at the time this item was written.  Board staff will report on the outcome of that 
review at the Permitting and Enforcement Committee meeting in August. 

 A location for the Altamont Landfill is identified in the County's CSE.  However, 
the proposed permit would expand the boundaries of the facility currently 
identified in the CSE.  The Board has indicated that on landfill expansions beyond 
currently permitted boundaries (October 7, 2003, Sustainability and Market 
Development Committee, item # 19), they would make such conformance 
findings on a case-by-case basis.  In doing so, the Board indicated that it would 
look at various factors, such as proximity to residents, public notice and public 
opposition. 

From information provided by the Board’s Permits & Enforcement (P&E) staff, 
Office of Local Assistance (OLA) staff understands that one of the purposes for 
this permit revision is to expand the external boundaries of the landfill.  The 
boundary expansion is to provide additional land if needed for wetland and 
wildlife habitat mitigation.  The current external boundaries will be expanded to 
the north and west for a total of an additional 642 acres contiguous with current 
boundaries. The facility’s disposal footprint is also expanding to the east of the 
existing footprint an additional 242 acres, but within the current permitted 
boundaries.  The nearest residence is approximately 6 miles 1 mile from the 
western edge of the existing disposal footprint, and about 1,000 feet or more from 
the expanded western boundary.   

The LEA held a public hearing on the proposed permit revision as required by 
Government Code Section 65091 (per Assembly Bill 1497) on May 10, 2005 at 
4:30 p.m.  The meeting was held in Livermore and attended by the operator of the 
Altamont Landfill and staff from the Alameda County LEA; however, no one 
from the public attended.  The public was also notified of the CEQA 
documentation produced for the proposed change in this revised permit, a Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for expansion of the landfill as it was first 
proposed in 1995.  A Final Environmental Impact Report, or FEIR, was produced 
along with a settlement agreement regarding a lawsuit brought by interested 
parties in March 2000.  The FEIR was certified, and an amended Conditional Use 
Permit (#C-5512) was approved by the Alameda County Board of Supervisors on 
March 9, 2000.  Legal notice was advertised in two local newspapers, The Valley 
Times and The Independent. The FEIR was not put out for comment since it did 
not result in any new significant environmental impacts not already considered by 
the DEIR. 
OLA staff recommends the permit be found to be in conformance based on the 
expansion information noted above. 
 

 2. Consistency with State Minimum Standards:   
The LEA has consistently found that the operation of the facility complies with 
the applicable State Minimum Standards.    
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Board staff conducted an inspection of the facility on April 21, 2005 with the 
LEA and noted no violations. The LEA inspects the site on a weekly basis. 
In January, 2003, two violations were cited by Board staff: one for Alternative 
Daily Cover (ADC) and one for the Report of Facility Information (RFI); 
one violation was cited in March 2003 by the LEA — also for ADC. The ADC 
violations were for insufficient cover (daylighting of wastes). 

B. Environmental Issues 
1. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

State law requires compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
through the preparation, circulation and adoption/certification of an environmental 
document and mitigation reporting or monitoring program, or by determining that 
the proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt. 

The Alameda County Planning Department, acting as Lead Agency, has prepared 
and circulated the following environmental documents for the Altamont Landfill: 

• Environmental Impact Report (EIR) - State Clearinghouse (SCH) No. 
1992083047. 

The original EIR associated with the initial proposed expansion of the landfill was 
dated September 29, 1995 (SCH #1992083047), and considered an expansion of 850 
acres of disposal capacity. After litigation initiated by local citizens and 
environmental organizations, the resulting legal settlement signed in March 2000, 
limited the expansion of the footprint for disposal to a maximum of 250 additional 
acres. A revised fmal EIR (same SCH #1992083047) was certified and an amended 
Conditional Use Permit (#C-5512) was approved by the Alameda County Board of 
Supervisors on March 9, 2000. Since the revised proposed expansion project is 
smaller in its scope, considering a footprint expansion of 242 acres instead of 850 
acres, and has less cumulative impacts than the originally proposed expansion 
project, the lead agency determined that additional CEQA review was not required. 

At the time this item SOC, 4) in 1996 was prepared, a (Attachment adopted and 
in 2000, by Board Board revised was under review staff. staff will provide 

additienal4nfoffnatien-c-eneeming-the-SOC--and-envir-ammental4mpaets-at-the 
Board's Permitting and Enforcement Committee meeting in August. 

Significant Environmental Impacts 

The original (1995) EIR identified significant environmental impacts in the 
following areas that with mitigation would be reduced to a level of less than 
significant: land use; historic/archaeological resources; biological resources; 
geology, soils and seismicity; hydrology and water quality; public health and 
safety: traffic and circulation: air aualitv imnacts from construction activities: and 
noise. 

Significant and Unavoidable Environmental Impacts 
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Board staff conducted an inspection of the facility on April 21, 2005 with the 
LEA and noted no violations.  The LEA inspects the site on a weekly basis. 
In January, 2003, two violations were cited by Board staff: one for Alternative 
Daily Cover (ADC) and one for the Report of Facility Information (RFI); 
one violation was cited in March 2003 by the LEA – also for ADC.  The ADC 
violations were for insufficient cover (daylighting of wastes). 

 
B. Environmental Issues 

1. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
State law requires compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
through the preparation, circulation and adoption/certification of an environmental 
document and mitigation reporting or monitoring program, or by determining that 
the proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt. 

 

The Alameda County Planning Department, acting as Lead Agency, has prepared 
and circulated the following environmental documents for the Altamont Landfill: 

• Environmental Impact Report (EIR) - State Clearinghouse (SCH) No. 
1992083047. 

The original EIR associated with the initial proposed expansion of the landfill was 
dated September 29, 1995 (SCH #1992083047), and considered an expansion of 850 
acres of disposal capacity.  After litigation initiated by local citizens and 
environmental organizations, the resulting legal settlement signed in March 2000, 
limited the expansion of the footprint for disposal to a maximum of 250 additional 
acres.  A revised final EIR (same SCH #1992083047) was certified and an amended 
Conditional Use Permit (#C-5512) was approved by the Alameda County Board of 
Supervisors on March 9, 2000.  Since the revised proposed expansion project is 
smaller in its scope, considering a footprint expansion of 242 acres instead of 850 
acres, and has less cumulative impacts than the originally proposed expansion 
project, the lead agency determined that additional CEQA review was not required.   

At the time this item was prepared, a  SOC, (Attachment 4) adopted in 1996 and 
revised in 2000, was under review by Board staff.    Board staff will provide 
additional information concerning the SOC and environmental impacts at the 
Board’s Permitting and Enforcement Committee meeting in August. 
 
Significant Environmental Impacts

 
The original (1995) EIR identified significant environmental impacts in the 
following areas that with mitigation would be reduced to a level of less than 
significant:  land use; historic/archaeological resources; biological resources; 
geology, soils and seismicity; hydrology and water quality; public health and 
safety; traffic and circulation; air quality impacts from construction activities; and 
noise. 

 
Significant and Unavoidable Environmental Impacts 
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The EIR also identified Significant and Unavoidable Environmental Impacts to 
Visual Quality and Air Quality requiring a Statement of Overriding 
Considerations (Attachment 4). The effects that cannot be mitigated or 
substantially lessened and remain significant and unavoidable are the following: 

• Visual Quality: The proposed project would impair the quality of the existing 
scenic resources on the project site and in it's vicinity during the operating 
phase. Feasible changes and alteration required in the EIR and incorporated 
into the project will lessen the significance of the impacts but will not reduce 
them to a less than significant level. 

• Air Quality: The Bay Area Air Basin is an area of nonattainment for certain 
criteria pollutants, in particular respirable particulates of ten micron diameter 
or less, Ozone and precursors to ozone such as hydrocarbons and nitrogen 
oxides. Exhaust emissions from vehicles and equipment used for landfill cell 
construction would generate criteria air pollutants during the construction 
phases. Equipment and truck operations associated with an increase in 
incoming wastes at the landfill would generate additional criteria air pollutant 
emissions. The project would incrementally add to cumulative pollutant 
emissions in the region. 

CEQA Findings Regarding Unavoidable Significant Effects 

The Alameda County Planning Department, as Lead Agency, with concurrence by 
the Alameda County Board of Supervisors, has concluded that the unavoidable 
significant effect is acceptable due to the overriding considerations described 
below: 

1) The project will help promote safe and effective waste disposal in Alameda 
County in the interest of public health, safety and welfare. 

2) The project will provide additional local disposal capacity for wastes that, 
upon closure of Alameda County's existing landfills when they reach capacity, 
would otherwise be transported to disposal sites in Marin, Contra Costa, Kings 
and other counties over a greater distance and with greater vehicle miles traveled 
and with increase air emissions. 

3) The project will achieve the goal as stated in the East County Area Plan, part 
of the Alameda County General Plan, to "ensure sufficient long-term landfill 
capacity for County residents." The project furthers this goal of the East County 
Plan by providing additional solid waste capacity and by expanding an existing 
landfill located outside the urban areas of the County. 

4) The State of California Commission on State Mandates made a finding of 
significant financial distress for Alameda County on February 6, 1996 pursuant to 
the standards of the Welfare and Institutions Code Section 17000.5, indicating 
that the County could not provide or maintain basic County services including 
public safety. This project generates funds for Alameda County in the form of 
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The EIR also identified Significant and Unavoidable Environmental Impacts to 
Visual Quality and Air Quality requiring a Statement of Overriding 
Considerations (Attachment 4).  The effects that cannot be mitigated or 
substantially lessened and remain significant and unavoidable are the following: 

 
• Visual Quality: The proposed project would impair the quality of the existing 

scenic resources on the project site and in it's vicinity during the operating 
phase. Feasible changes and alteration required in the EIR and incorporated 
into the project will lessen the significance of the impacts but will not reduce 
them to a less than significant level. 

 
• Air Quality: The Bay Area Air Basin is an area of nonattainment for certain 

criteria pollutants, in particular respirable particulates of ten micron diameter 
or less, Ozone and precursors to ozone such as hydrocarbons and nitrogen 
oxides. Exhaust emissions from vehicles and equipment used for landfill cell 
construction would generate criteria air pollutants during the construction 
phases. Equipment and truck operations associated with an increase in 
incoming wastes at the landfill would generate additional criteria air pollutant 
emissions. The project would incrementally add to cumulative pollutant 
emissions in the region. 

 
 

CEQA Findings Regarding Unavoidable Significant Effects 
 

The Alameda County Planning Department, as Lead Agency, with concurrence by 
the Alameda County Board of Supervisors, has concluded that the unavoidable 
significant effect is acceptable due to the overriding considerations described 
below: 

 
1)  The project will help promote safe and effective waste disposal in Alameda 
County in the interest of public health, safety and welfare. 

 
2)  The project will provide additional local disposal capacity for wastes that, 
upon closure of Alameda County's existing landfills when they reach capacity, 
would otherwise be transported to disposal sites in Marin, Contra Costa, Kings 
and other counties over a greater distance and with greater vehicle miles traveled 
and with increase air emissions. 

 
3)  The project will achieve the goal as stated in the East County Area Plan, part 
of the Alameda County General Plan, to "ensure sufficient long-term landfill 
capacity for County residents." The project furthers this goal of the East County 
Plan by providing additional solid waste capacity and by expanding an existing 
landfill located outside the urban areas of the County. 

 
4)  The State of California Commission on State Mandates made a finding of 
significant financial distress for Alameda County on February 6, 1996 pursuant to 
the standards of the Welfare and Institutions Code Section 17000.5, indicating 
that the County could not provide or maintain basic County services including 
public safety. This project generates funds for Alameda County in the form of 
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increased property taxes, business taxes and various fees paid for solid waste 
management, recycling and inspection programs. 

In March, 2000 when the Alameda County Board of Supervisors considered the 
revised fmal EIR, the Board modified this finding as follows: 

A. Unmet fiscal needs in the County vary from year to year and may 
continue to go unmet or may be accommodated by other means and 
therefore the project's ability to assist in making up for a lack of sufficient 
County tax revenue is not an overriding consideration because the project 
will not substantially increase in activity levels over existing conditions. 

A Notice of Determination was filed with the Office of Planning and Research on 
March 9, 2000. The Notice of Determination indicated that the Alameda Board of 
Supervisors has determined that the project as approved will have a significant 
effect on the environment. The Alameda Board of Supervisors also certified the 
Final EIR, adopted findings, adopted mitigation measures as conditions of 
approval, and adopted a- the revised Statement Of Overriding Considerations. 

The Local Enforcement Agency, Alameda County Department of Environmental 
Health provided a finding that the proposed Solid Waste Facilities Permit is 
consistent with and supported by the cited environmental documents. 

Board staff recommends the environmental documents cited above, the Lead 
Agency fmdings, and the SOC as adequate for the Board's environmental evaluation 
of the proposed project for those project activities which are within the Board's 
expertise and/or powers, or which are required to be carried out or approved by the 
Board. 

Cross Media 
Staff is not aware of any impacts regarding other state agencies or cross media 
impacts to this item. 

Closure Plan 
Closure Branch staff had expressed concerns about the completeness of the revised 
closure plan as submitted by the operator. The central outstanding issue was whether 
the calculations for closure costs are adequate to address final cover costs. On July 
22, 2005, Closure Branch staff determined that the Preliminary Closure/Post-closure 
Maintenance Plan is complete and consistent with State Minimum Standards per Title 
27 California Code of Regulation, Section 21685(b)(5). 

Financial Assurances 
Financial Assurance Section staff of the Board completed a review of the 
financial assurance mechanisms for Altamont Landfill using the cost estimates for 
the existing permitted facility and which have been annually inflated as required 
by Title 27, California Code of Regulations (the Regulations), Section 
22236. Altamont Landfill is currently utilizing a Surety Bond for assurances of 
the closure costs and a Guarantee and Financial Means Test to assure the 
estimated postclosure maintenance costs as allowed by sections 22244, 22246 and 
22247 of the regulations. In addition, Altamont provides a Certificate of Liability 
Insurance, effective January 1, 2005, which meets the fmancial responsibility 
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increased property taxes, business taxes and various fees paid for solid waste 
management, recycling and inspection programs.   
 
In March, 2000 when the Alameda County Board of Supervisors considered the 
revised final EIR, the Board modified this finding as follows: 
 

A.  Unmet fiscal needs in the County vary from year to year and may 
continue to go unmet or may be accommodated by other means and 
therefore the project’s ability to assist in making up for a lack of sufficient 
County tax revenue is not an overriding consideration because the project 
will not substantially increase in activity levels over existing conditions. 

 
A Notice of Determination was filed with the Office of Planning and Research on 
March 9, 2000.  The Notice of Determination indicated that the Alameda Board of 
Supervisors has determined that the project as approved will have a significant 
effect on the environment. The Alameda Board of Supervisors also certified the 
Final EIR, adopted findings, adopted mitigation measures as conditions of 
approval, and adopted a  the revised Statement Of Overriding Considerations. 
The Local Enforcement Agency, Alameda County Department of Environmental 
Health provided a finding that the proposed Solid Waste Facilities Permit is 
consistent with and supported by the cited environmental documents. 

Board staff recommends the environmental documents cited above, the Lead 
Agency findings, and the SOC as adequate for the Board's environmental evaluation 
of the proposed project for those project activities which are within the Board’s 
expertise and/or powers, or which are required to be carried out or approved by the 
Board. 
Cross Media 
Staff is not aware of any impacts regarding other state agencies or cross media 
impacts to this item.  
 
Closure Plan 

2. Closure Branch staff had expressed concerns about the completeness of the revised 
closure plan as submitted by the operator.  The central outstanding issue was whether 
the calculations for closure costs are adequate to address final cover costs. On July 
22, 2005, Closure Branch staff determined that the Preliminary Closure/Post-closure 
Maintenance Plan is complete and consistent with State Minimum Standards per Title 
27 California Code of Regulation, Section 21685(b)(5). 
 
Financial Assurances 
Financial Assurance Section staff of the Board completed a review of the 
financial assurance mechanisms for Altamont Landfill using the cost estimates for 
the existing permitted facility and which have been annually inflated as required 
by Title 27, California Code of Regulations (the Regulations), Section 
22236.  Altamont Landfill is currently utilizing a Surety Bond for assurances of 
the closure costs and a Guarantee and Financial Means Test to assure the 
estimated postclosure maintenance costs as allowed by sections 22244, 22246 and 
22247 of the regulations.  In addition, Altamont provides a Certificate of Liability 
Insurance, effective January 1, 2005, which meets the financial responsibility 
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demonstration requirements and the liability coverage level specified in sections 
22251 and 22216 of the regulations. 

The financial assurance demonstration findings are based on the existing closure 
plan for the currently permitted facility. However, as part of the permit revision 
and expansion of the facility, the operator has submitted a revised closure plan. If 
the facility expansion and permit revision are concurred with by the Board, staff 
will require the operator to make any necessary adjustments to provide for 
financial assurances adequacy within sixty days of concurrence as specified in 
the regulations. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program or long-term 
impacts related to this item. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
There was a lawsuit brought by local residents that disputed the findings of the EIR 
for the original expansion project, which at 850 acres of disposal footprint was much 
larger in scope. That lawsuit was settled in March, 2000 and resulted in the operator 
withdrawing the proposed project. The smaller expansion of the disposal footprint of 
242 acres being considered in this item is one of the results of that legal action. The 
lawsuit also resulted in a community monitoring committee being established. This 
committee works on public interest issues and has meetings once a month and also 
has a field representative visit the landfill once a month to assess conditions at the 
site. The LEA attends the monthly meetings and is present during inspections. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting: 
All surrounding land uses to the east within 1,000 feet of the facility lie within the 
unincorporated part of Alameda County. All surrounding land uses to the west 
within 1,000 feet of the facility lie within the City of Livermore. The surrounding 
communities to the facility are agricultural and residential. 
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demonstration requirements and the liability coverage level specified in sections 
22251 and 22216 of the regulations.   

 
The financial assurance demonstration findings are based on the existing closure 
plan for the currently permitted facility.  However, as part of the permit revision 
and expansion of the facility, the operator has submitted a revised closure plan.  If 
the facility expansion and permit revision are concurred with by the Board, staff 
will require the operator to make any necessary adjustments to provide for 
financial assurances adequacy within sixty days of concurrence as specified in 
the regulations.   
 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program or long-term 
impacts related to this item. 
 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 

 
E. Fiscal Impacts 

No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item.  
 

F. Legal Issues 
There was a lawsuit brought by local residents that disputed the findings of the EIR 
for the original expansion project, which at 850 acres of disposal footprint was much 
larger in scope.   That lawsuit was settled in March, 2000 and resulted in the operator 
withdrawing the proposed project.  The smaller expansion of the disposal footprint of 
242 acres being considered in this item is one of the results of that legal action.  The 
lawsuit also resulted in a community monitoring committee being established.  This 
committee works on public interest issues and has meetings once a month and also 
has a field representative visit the landfill once a month to assess conditions at the 
site.  The LEA attends the monthly meetings and is present during inspections. 
 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting: 
All surrounding land uses to the east within 1,000 feet of the facility lie within the 
unincorporated part of Alameda County.  All surrounding land uses to the west  
within 1,000 feet of the facility lie within the City of Livermore. The surrounding 
communities to the facility are agricultural and residential. 
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2.  
3.  
4.  
5.  
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to the 2000 census, the population of the city of Livermore consists of the 

4: 

waste 

US Census Bureau Data 
Census 2000 — Livermore, Alameda County 

All Ages 
Number Percen 

White 60,070 81.9 
Black or African American 1,148 1.6 
American Indian or Alaska Native 444 0.6 
Asian 4,251 4.8 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 208 0.3 
Some other race 3,915 5.3 
Two or more races 3,309 4.5 
Total Population 73,345 100 

The 
themselves 
with 

Community 

2000 census indicates that of the total Livermore city 
as Hispanic or Latino. The median household 

3.8% of the families below the poverty level. 

Outreach 

population, 14.4% identify 
income of the area is $75,322 

to comply with the requirements 
of Livermore. No one attended 

is completed as part of Goal 
health and safety and the 

inspection, and 

and effective 
with federal and state 

consistent with current statute 

A 
of 
from 

public hearing was held in Livermore on May 10, 2005 
Assembly Bill 1497. The meeting was noticed in the City 

the public or the community monitoring committee. 

FUNDING 

ATTACHMENTS 

2001 
Staff 
Managing 
environment 
enforcement 

This 
enforcement 
management 
and 

Location 
Site 
Proposed 
CEQA 
Resolution 

Strategic Plan 
work on new or revised solid waste facility permits 

and mitigating the impacts of solid waste on public 
and promoting integrated and consistent permitting, 
efforts. 

item supports Strategic Plan Objective 1: Through consistent 
or other appropriate measures, ensure compliance 
laws and regulations by concurring in a permit 

legislation. 

INFORMATION 

Map 
Map 

Permit No. 01-AA-0009 
Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations 

Number 2005-225 
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According to the 2000 census, the population of the city of Livermore consists of the 
following:   

All Ages US Census Bureau Data 
Census 2000 – Livermore, Alameda County Number Percent
White 60,070 81.9
Black or African American 1,148 1.6 
American Indian or Alaska Native 444 0.6 
Asian 4,251 4.8 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 208 0.3 
Some other race 3,915 5.3 
Two or more races 3,309 4.5 
Total Population 73,345 100

The 2000 census indicates that of the total Livermore city population, 14.4% identify 
themselves as Hispanic or Latino.  The median household income of the area is $75,322 
with 3.8% of the families below the poverty level. 
 
Community Outreach 
A public hearing was held in Livermore on May 10, 2005 to comply with the requirements 
of Assembly Bill 1497.  The meeting was noticed in the City of Livermore. No one attended 
from the public or the community monitoring committee. 
 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
Staff work on new or revised solid waste facility permits is completed as part of Goal 4:  
Managing and mitigating the impacts of solid waste on public health and safety and the 
environment and promoting integrated and consistent permitting, inspection, and 
enforcement efforts. 
 
This item supports Strategic Plan Objective 1:  Through consistent and effective 
enforcement or other appropriate measures, ensure compliance with federal and state waste 
management laws and regulations by concurring in a permit consistent with current statute 
and legislation. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
N/A 

 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Location Map 
2.  Site Map 
3.  Proposed Permit No. 01-AA-0009 
4.  CEQA Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations 
5.  Resolution Number 2005-225 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A.  Program Staff: Reinhard Hohlwein Phone: 341-6344 
B.  Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: 341-6058 
C.  Administration Staff: None Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A.  Support 

Staff has not received any written support relating to this item. 
B.  Opposition 

Staff has not received any written opposition relating to this item. 
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VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Reinhard Hohlwein Phone:  341-6344 
B. Legal Staff:  Michael Bledsoe Phone:  341-6058 
C. Administration Staff:  None Phone: N/A

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Staff has not received any written support relating to this item. 
B. Opposition 

Staff has not received any written opposition relating to this item. 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

01-AA-0009 

1. Name and Street Address of Facility: 

Altamont Landfill and Resource 
Recovery Facility 
10840 Altamont Pass Road 
Livermore, CA 94551 

2. Name and Mailing Address of Operator: 

Waste Management of Alameda County 
172 98th  Avenue 
Oakland, CA 94503 

3. Name and Mailing Address of Owner: 

Waste Management of Alameda County 
172 98th  Avenue 
Oakland, CA 94503 

4. Specifications: 

a. Permitted Operations: E  Solid Waste Disposal Site • Transformation Facility 

0 Transfer/Processing Facility (MRF) 
• Other: 

• Composting Facility (Green Material) 

b. Permitted Hours of Operation: (Receipt of Refuse/Waste) 24 hours 
(Ancillary Operations/Facility Operating Hours) 24 hours 
(Public Hours) Monday through Friday 6a.m. to 6p.m. 

c. Permitted Maximum Tonnage: 11,150 Tons per Day for Disposal 

d. Permitted Traffic Volume: 557 Refuse Vehicles per Day 

e. Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing EA and CIWMB validations): 

Total Disposal Transfer/Processing Composting Transformation 

Permitted Area (in acres) 2,170 472 to N/A N/A N/A 

Design Capacity (cubic yds) 87.1 million tons 

124.4 million cubic yards 
N/A N/A N/A 

Max. Elevation (Ft. MSL) 1200 feet 

Max. Depth (Ft. MSL) 540 

Estimated Closure Year 2025 

Upon a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is 
permit findings and conditions arc integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions 

subject to revocation or suspension. The attached 
of any previously issued solid waste facility permit. 

5. Approval: 

Approving Officer Signature 

6. Enforcement Agency Name and Address: 

Alameda County Environmental Health 

Office of Solid/Medical Waste Management 

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway 

Alameda, CA 94502 

7. Date Received by CIWMB: 

JUL 18 2005 
8. CIWMB Concurrence Date: 

9. Permit Issued Date: 10. Permit Review Due Date: 11. Owner/Operator Transfer Date: 

Page I of 4 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 35 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 3 
 

 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 35 
August 16-17,2005 Attachment 3 

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

01-AA-0009 

12. Legal Description of Facility: 

The legal description of this facility is contained in 
April 7, 2005. 

_ 

page 2-4 of the Joint Technical Document dated Seotember 15„ 2004. Revised on 1 

13. Findings: 

a. This permit is consistent with the Alameda County Integrated 
is identified 

adopted by the CIWMB, 

consistent with the 
to PRC 44009. 

determined that the 

(SCH #1992083047) 

Waste Management Plan, which was approved by the 
in the Countywide Siting Element pursuant to Public 

C1WMB on 
Resources 

and Disposal as 

pursuant 

March 9.2000. 

December 12, 2000. The location of the facility 
Code (PRC), Section 50001(a). 

b. This permit is consistent with the standiuds 

c. The design and operation of the facility is 
determined by the enforcement agency, pursuant 

d. The Alameda County Fire Department has 

pursuant to PRC 44010. 

State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling 

facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards, 

and certified by the Board of Supervisors on 

to PRC, 44151. 

e. An EIR was filed with the State Clearinghouse 
The EIR describes and supports the design 

Determination was filed with the State Clearinghouse 

f. The Ent consists of the EIR dated September 
Revised Final EIR dated January 2000. 

g. The Alameda County Planning Department 
through the approval of Conditional Use Permit 

and operation, which will be authorized by 
on March 9. 2000. 

the issuance of this permit. A Notice of 

dated March 29, 1996 and the 

is compatible with surrounding land use 

29,1995, the Response to Comments Addendum 

has determined that the facility expansion 
C-55I2. ... 

14. Prohibitions: 
The permittee is prohibited from accepting the following wastes: 

Hazardous, radioactive, medical (as defined in Chapter 6.1, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code), liquid, designated, or 
other wastes requiring special treatment or handling, except as identified in the Report of Facility Information and approved 
amendments thereto and as approved by the enforcement agency and other federal, state, and local agencies. 

15. The following documents describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility: 

Date Date 

Report of Disposal Site Information 

Revised 

Sept. 15,2004 

Aptil 7 2005 
Preliminary Closure and Postclosure 
Maintenance Plan pending 

Waste Discharge Requirements 
Order No. R5-2002-0119 June 7,2002 Closure Financial Assurance Documentation pending 

BAAQMD Permit to Operate #A2066 Feb. 1, 2005 Operating Liability Certification pending 

FIR. (SCH #1992083047) March 9.2000 Land Use and/or Conditional Use Permit March 9, 2000 

EPA Major Facility Review Permit 
Administered by BAAQMD pursuant to 
Federal Title V 

Dec. 1, 2003 NPDES No. 0083763 June 7, 2002 

Alameda County Waste Management 
Authority Resolution No. 2000-10 

May 24, 2000 
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Facility Number: 

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 01-AA-0009 

16. Self Monitoring — 

The owner/operator shall submit all self monitoring programs to the Enforcement Agency within 30 days of the end of the reporting period 

Program Reporting Frequency 

a. The types and quantities (in tons) of waste, including separated or commingled 
recyclables, entering the facility per day. 

b. The number of refuse vehicles using the facility per day. 

Monthly' 

Monthly' 

c. Results of the hazardous waste load checking program, including the quantities and Available on site 
types of hazardous wastes, medical wastes or otherwise prohibited wastes found in 
the waste stream and the disposition of these materials. 

d. Copies of all written complaints regarding this facility and the operator's actions 
taken to resolve these complaints. 

e. Results of the perimeter landfill gas migration monitoring program. 

f. Remaining site capacity with aerial surveys. 

g. Annual mitigation monitoring program report. 

h. Type, source and quantity of alternative daily cover materials received. 

era 

Quarterly' 

Quarterly' 

Annual by June 30 

Annually 

Available on site 

'All reports with monthly or quarterly frequency Shall be due on the last day of the month 
following the reporting period. 

1 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

O1-AA-0009 

17. 

a.  

b.  

c.  

d.  

e.  

f.  

g.  

h.  

i.  

j.  

k.  

Enforcement Agency (EA) Conditions: 

The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for solid waste handling 
California Code of Regulations. 

The operator shall maintain a log of speciallunusual occurrences. This log shall include, 
the discharge and disposition of hazardous or unpermitted wastes, and significant injuries, 
log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of any actions taken by the operator to 
available to site personnel and the EA at all times. 

Additional information concerning the design and operation of the facility shall be furnished 
frame specified by the EA. 

The maximum permitted daily tonnage for this facility is 11.150 disposal tons per day, 

and disposal as specified in Title 27, 

but is not limited to, fires, explosions, 
accidents or property damage. Each 

mitigate the occurrence. The log shall be 

upon request and within the time 

and the facility shall not receive more than 

at any time for sufficient cause. 

when deemed necessary due to an 

the terms and conditions of this permit is 
revision. In no case shall the operator 

in the form of an RFI amendment, to the 

up to 6.5 days long. No area of waste is to 
working day, the entire site is to be 

the final load of the day pursuant to the 

the ITD. The EA may require revisions to 
in violation of State Minimum 

this amount without a revision of this permit. 

This permit is subject to review by the EA and may be suspended, revoked, or revised 

The EA reserves the right to suspend or modify waste receiving and handling operations 
emergency, a potential health hazard, or the creation of a public nuisance. 

Any change that would cause the design or operation of the facility not to conform to 
prohibited. Such a change may be considered a significant change, requiring a permit 
implement any change without first submitting a written notice of the proposed change, 
EA at least 150 days in advance of the change. 

A copy of this permit shall be maintained at the facility. `• 

Daily cover will be applied in an ongoing process during the "working day" which is 
be exposed that will not be receiving waste or cover within 24 hours. At the end of the 
covered with at least 6 inches of soil or approved ADC. 

Covering of friable asbestos containing waste must begin within one hour of receipt of 
Asbestos Management Plan for the facility in the ITD. 

Operator shall implement all components of the litter control program as described in 
the program and implementation of additional control mechanisms if the facility is continuously 
Standards for litter control. 
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07/22/2005 FRI 11:53 FAX 510 337 9234 C of ALA solid /med roast &02/022 

DENY APPEALS AND GRANT CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 

WHEREAS WASTE MANAGEMENT OF ALAMEDA COUNTY, INC. (formerly }mown as 
Oakland Scavenger Company) has filed for CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT, C-5512, to allow Class II 
expansion of the Altamont Lmdfill and Resource Recovery Facility (ALRRF) including: I) development of 
an 760 acre Class II landfill adjacent to the existing landfill site (Fill Area 1) that could accept up to 164 
million tons of waste, the equivalent to 240 million cubic yards of net refuse in-place, with an estimated site 
life of 46 years after Fill Area 1 capacity is depleted, 2) to allow acceptance of municipal solid waste and 
Class ft designated wastes at the landfill; 3) expansion of the ALRRF service area to provide for additional, 
out-of-county waste import; and, 4) average permitted daily tonnage received at the ALRRF of 11,150 tons 
(this project description equates to the Reduced Project Alternative as described in the Final EIR and 
recommended and adopted by the applicant); located in an "A" (Agricultural) District, at 10840 Altamont 
Pass Road, north side, approximately 1.25 miles cast of the intersection with Dyer Road, Unincorporated 
Altamont Hills Area, designated Assessor's Parcel Numbers: 9913-6062-5, 99B-6225-1, 99B-6250-1, 9913-
6275-1-1, and 9913-6275-1-4; and 

WHEREAS the Zoning Administrator adopted the Final Environmental Impact Report prepared for 
the project , as described below, and conditionally approved the project on the 10th of May, 1996; and 

WHEREAS this action was appealed to the Board of Supervisors by Donna Cabanne, Sierra Club, 
Northern California Recycling Association and Waste Management of Alameda County, Inc. within ten days 
of Zoning Administrator action; and 

WHEREAS Waste Management of Alameda County, Inc. withdrew its appeal prior to Board of 
Supervisors appeal hearing; 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors did hold public hearings on said application at the hour of 
9:00 a.m. on the 6th day of June, 1996, the 11th day of July, 1996, at the hour of 6:30 p.m. on the 14th day of 
August (at the Triad Systems Corporation Cafeteria, 3055 Triad Drive, Livermore, CA 94550), at the hour 
of 9:00 a.m. on the 12th day of September, 3rd day of October, and 7th day of November, and at the hour of 
10:00 am. on the 5th day of December, 1996, in the Alameda County Administration Building, Board of 
Supervisors Chambers, 1221 Oak Street, Oakland, California 94612; and 

WHEREAS it satisfactorily appears from affidavits on file that proper notice of said public hearing 
was given in all respects as required by law; and 

WHEREAS a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR, DEIR) for the project was prepared and 
circulated for public review and comment on September 29, 1996 in accordance with the provisions of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); an Addendum comprising responses to comments received 
on the DEIR was prepared and sent to all parties who commented on the DEIR on March 29,.1996; responses 
to comments submitted by responsible agencies was made available by mail on March 29, 1996 to those 
responsible agencies for a period exceeding ten (10) days prior to May 10, 1996, the date of this approval; 
and the above referenced Addendum along with the DEIR. constitute the Final EIR for the project; and 

WHEREAS said Final EIR identified potential environmental impacts, and mitigation measures that 
reduce these impacts to a less than significant level have been identified and incorporated into the project, 
except for those impacts which are unavoidable and for which overriding considerations have been identified; 
arid 
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WHEREAS a Pre-Hearing Analysis has been submitted recommending the application be 
conditionally approved; and 

WHEREAS the project applicant, community representatives, and other individuals appeared at said 
public hearings to offer testimony in support of the application; and 

WHEREAS other community group representatives and individuals appeared at said public hearings 
to offer testimony in opposition to the application; and 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors did hear and consider all said reports, recommendations and 
public testimony as hercinabove set forth; and 

WHEREAS CEQA and State and County Guidelines adopted pursuant thereto require the Board of 
Supervisors to make findings where the Environmental Impact Report identifies one or more significant 
effects which would or would likely result from approval of this project; and 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors has determined based on: 

A. the Conditional Use Permit Application (proposed project design and operations description), as 
presented by the applicant and dated June, 1992; 

B. the Final Environmental Impact Report for the project, consisting of (a) the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (SClifi 92083047), September 29, 1995; (b) Response to Comments Addendum to 
Draft Environmental Impact Report, March 29, 1996; 

C. the following 94 Conditions of Approval for this Conditional Use Permit, C-5512; and 

D. the County's files and administrative record relating to this project application; 

that most of the potential significant impacts of the project will be mitigated to a less than significant level; 
that certain of the potential significant impacts and cumulative impacts to which the project will contribute, 
although unavoidable, are justified due to overriding considerations described below; and the statements of 
environmental effects, findings, and facts relied upon by the Board of Supervisors are as dismissed in the 
Final EIR for the project (including Response to Comments) and the attached Mitigation Monitoring or 
Reporting Program; and 

WHEREAS the EIR determined that various potential impacts were less than significant in the first 
instance, such that mitigation measures are not required pursuant to CEQA; and • 

WHEREAS, the potential significant impacts and significant cumulative impacts of the project that 
can be mitigated to less-than-significant levels and the findings to be adopted by the Board of Supervisors, 
are as follows: 

1. Land Use - Effects: Implementation of the proposed project could result in cumulative land 
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• use impacts in the project vicinity. 

Findings: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects on land use issues 
as identified in the Final EIR 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The following Conditions of Approval 
("conditions") will reduce the potential cumulative impacts on land use to a less-than-
significant level: 

* Condition 10(a), which requires the Alameda County Planning Department to review 
proposed development of any legal building site parcel within 4,000 feet of the ALRRF 
Expansion footprint for consistency and compatibility with surrounding uses, and that the 
ALRRF provide reasonable funding for any study of the health and safety impacts of the 
ALRRF expansion on such development reasonably determined necessary; • 

• Condition 10(b), which states that the Planning Department may impose conditions on the 
development of the legal building site parcel to avoid any such health or safety impacts, and 
require that the developer take all reasonable measures to minimize such without significant 
additional costs including, if appropriate, relocatita of the development to another portion of 
the parcel; and that if the developer incurs additional unavoidable development costs or 
diminution of property values to implement measures required to avoid health or safety 
impacts created by the ALRRF expansion, the ALRRF will provide appropriate restitution, 
as determined by the Zoning Administrator, 

* Condition 10(c), which states that if the Zoning Administrator determines that the legal 
building site parcel cannot be developed for any permitted use or that such use is 
significantly restricted due solely to health or safety impacts created by the ALRRF 
expansion, the ALRRF will provide appropriate restitution; 

' Condition 10(d), which requires that the developer enter into a covenant or other 
recordable instrument, which acknowledges that the ALRRF can continue to operate 
throughout its expected life and that the developer will agree not to seek any further 
restitution or damages from ALRRF; 

• Condition 10(e), which guarantees ALRRF the right to modify its operations to reduce 
health and safety impacts on the adjacent legal building site parcel caused by the ALRRF 
expansion; 

2. Historic/Archaeological Resources - Effects; The project would result in the disturbance 
of identified historic and archaeological resources, could disturb or destroy previously 
undiscovered historic or archaeological resources, and may contribute toward a cumulative 
increase in degradation or removal of Historic/Archaeological Resources. 
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Findings: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects on cultural and 
historical resources as identified in the Final EIR 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The following conditions will reduce the 
effects of the ALRRF Class II Landfill Expansion on historic/archaeological resources to a 
less-than-significant level: 

* Condition 14, which requires the applicant to engage a qualified archaeologist to complete 
recording and investigating of known sites that would be disturbed, removed or destroyed 
during the construction of the proposed project, and to comply with the requirements of the 
State Office of Historic Preservation; 

* Condition 14(a), which requires that the qualified archaeologist have the authority to halt 
work if potentially significant resources are found; 

* Condition 14(b), which requires that the archaeologist have reasonable time to notify the 
proper authorities of evidence of cultural or historical artifacts or features of cultural 
significance, and that potentially damaging activities be discontinued until the archaeologist 
can examine the resources. 

• Condition 14(c), which requires involvement of all interested parties, including a Native 
American representative if appropriate, in determining the appropriate course of action. 

3. Biological Resources - Effects: Construction of the proposed landfill expansion would 
result in the direct filling of wetlands. Implementation of the proposed project would result 
in indirect impacts to alkali sink areas and Parish's saltbush and San Joaquin saltbush, 
through changes in drainage patterns. 

Implementation of the proposed project would result in direct impacts to San Joaquin kit fox 
and its defining and foraging habitat. . 

Implementation of the proposed project would result in impacts to San Joaquin pocket 
mouse and American badger and their burrowand foraging habitat. 

Implementation of the proposed project could result in impacts to foraging habitat and 
potential roosting areas for Townsend's western big-eared bat, pallid bat and Californi-
mastiff bat. 

Implementation of the proposed project could result in impacts to nesting and foraging 
habitat for tricolored blackbird, loggerhead shrike, and burrowing ow'. 

Construction of the proposed landfill expansion would result in impacts to California red- 
. legged frog and California tiger salamander and their breeding and estivation habitats. 
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Implementation of the proposed project could result in direct impacts to western spadefoot 
toad, California homed lizard, and San Joaquin whipsnake. 

Implementation of the proposed project could result in impacts to habitat for several federal 
Category 2, candidates for listing as threatened or endangered, invertebrate species. 

Pest control practices during project operation could result in impacts to special status 
predator species that food on rodents, and special status species that would forage in areas 
where rodenticide is applied. 

The proposed project would contribute toward cumulative impacts to biological resources. 

Findings: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects on biological 
resources as identified in the Final FIR Most of the conditions below, including Conditions 
Nos. 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 33, and 34, include changes or alterations 
that arc primarily within the responsibility and jurisdiction of one or more other public 
agencies such as the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and the California Department of 
Fish and Game (DFG). As set forth in the conditiorz listed below, compliance with FWS 
and DFG requirements regarding these conditions is required by this permit. 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The following mitigation measures will 
reduce to a less-than-significant level the effects of grading, construction, and operation of 
the facility as related to biology: 

• Condition 16, which requires that a Wildlife Mitigation Arca of approximately 831 acres 
be established, including a buffer area around the Class II Landfill Expansion Area and Fill 
Area 1. 

* Condition 17, which requires preparation of a mitigation program for all potentially 
affected species on site as identified in the Final FIR, with agency review and approval, and 
including the following elements: reporting to the state and federal wildlife agencies; 
avoidance or relocation of individuals of any affected species; and setting aside appropriate 
lands as required to fully mitigate impacts to these species. 

* Condition 18, which requires a minimum monitoring period and follow-up requirements;. 

* Conditions 19 and 20, which require surveys for each of the identified special-status 
species known or suspected to use the site, and mitigation for any species found. 

* Condition 21, which specifies responsibility for maintenance and management of 
biological mitigation lands; 

* Condition 22 through 25, which require operational restrictions to protect sensitive species 
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including restrictions on the use of pest-control chemicals that could pose a risk to sensitive 
species; careful location and sizing of stockpiles; vehicle restrictions and speed limits; and 
employee education; 

• Condition 26, which requires compliance reporting to U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; 

• Conditions 28, 29 and 30, which require preparation and implementation of a Wetlands 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan to establish at least 2,5 acres of new wetlands on site, for 
mitigation of impacts to the California tiger salamander and red-legged frog, as well as other 
associated wetland species; and specifies minimum monitoring requirements to assure 
success. 

• Condition 31, which assigns responsibility for monitoring of the wetlands. 

• Condition 32, which protects existing ponds until new ones arc effectively created; 

• Conditions 33, 34, 35 and 36, which require the operator to prepare and implement a 
Mitigation Plan for the alkali sink habitat, including a site-specific hydrology analysis; 
establishes minimum monitoring requirements fOr the alkali sink habitat; and require water 
quality protection for inflow water by removing sediment and excluding livestock. 

4. Geology, Soils and Seismicity - Effects: Large slope failure could jeopardize the landfill's 
slope stability, compromise liner integrity, cover, leachate collection, or drainage systems, 
damage equipment or facilities, disrupt operations, or result in on-site safety hazards; this 
would increase the potential for contamination of the physical environment  

Seismic ground shaking could cause permanent horizontal displacement of the refuse 
column, slope failure, damage to the liner or the leachate, drainage, or gas collection 
systems, damage to structures, or on-site safety hazards; this would increase the potential for 
contamination of the physical environment. 

Long-term settlement of the landfill surface could adversely affect drainage or disrupt the 
base liner or final cover. This could increase the potential for contamination of surface or 
groundwater by Class II wastes. 

Design of the proposed base and side slope liners, and the daily and final cover, call for use 
of on-site geologic materials in their construction. If these materials are unsuitable in terms 
of their permeability or stability, leachate could potentially form and infiltrate to 
groundwater, resulting in contamination. 

Findings: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects related to geological 
characteristics as identified in the Final E112_ Conditions Nos. 37, 38, 39, 42, 43 and 44 
include changes or alterations that are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another 
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public agency, the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). Compliance with the 
requirements of the RWQCB is required by this permit. 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The following mitigation measures will 
reduce impacts of geology, seismicity and soils to a less-than-significant level: 

* Condition 37, which requires that the landfill (including final cover design and surface 
grades) be constructed in accordance with applicable state regulations, with review by 
appropriate responsible agencies; 

• Condition 38, which requires slope stability analyses to be conducted for each landfill cell 
and excavation to determine potential hazards for cut and refuse slopes and final cover. 
Measures specified in the analyses would be used to minimize the risks of these LaLards. 
The analyses would be reviewed by the County Grading Inspector, 

* Condition 40, which requires survey markers to be placed to monitor settlement or lateral 
displacement, and would require monitoring of these markers and records of any detected 
movement, 

* Conditions 41 and 42, which mitigates the effects of saturating rainfall on landfill slopes 
by requiring an investigation of on site slope stability under saturated conditions, requiring a 
review and analysis by a qualified engineering geologist of the results, and requiring a plan 
to respond to identified saturation problems; 

* Condition 43, which requires identification and correction of stability problems outside the 
landfill footprint and requires that all stability problems be corrected prior to final closure; 

• Condition 44, which requires that landfill construction conform to federal and state 
regulations relative to seismic safety, with review of plans by appropriate responsible 
agencies, and update of the site's Earthquake Response Plan to include post-earthquake 
inspections to evaluate damage and assist in making repairs, if necessary; 

5. Hydrology and Water'Quality - Effects: The potential surface area of refuse that surface 
runoff could encounter would increase the potential for contact between designated wastes 
and surface water; contamination of surface waters could result. 

Without proper controls, chemical contamination of groundwater could occur through 
contact with 'cadmic. Such contact could occur through leaking of an improperly designed 
landfill liner, or through inadequate landfill cover which could increase the amount of 
precipitation migrating downwards through the refuse and into groundwater. Buildup of a 
Icachatc plume beneath the landfill would also increase risk to groundwater contamination_ 

Without adequate controls for surface erosion, excessive siltation of surface water bodies 
could result, and filling of drainage channels with excessive sediment could result in 
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potential flooding downstream.  

Findings: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects related to 
hydrological characteristics as identified in the Final E1R: Condition No. 45 includes 
changes or alterations that are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public 
agency, the RWQCB. Compliance with the requirements of the RWQCB is required by this 
permit 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The following conditions will reduce project 
impacts related to hydrology and water to a less-than-significant level: 

* Condition 45, which will requi-e the operator to prepare and implement a number of 
appropriate plans and actions for water quality protection, including (a) Leachate 
Monitoring Plan (including the establishment of a J."..b%if. Collection System as prescribed 
by law), (b) groundwater monitoring plan, (c) varlosc zone monitoring plan, (d) corrective 
measures in the event of leachate escape and migration, and (c) submittal of these plans and 
reports to appropriate agencies, including the Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(Central Valley Region) and the Planning Director. These plans generally include 
requirements for monitoring wells, liquid collection and sampling systems, and removal of 
contaminated liquids. 

* Condition 46, which will require measures to minimize the contact of rain and surface 
water with the open refuse face, infiltration through potential designated wastes and 
therefore the potential for surface and groundwater contamination, including but not limited 
to (a) constructing the landfill against existing ridges such that surface waters on adjacent 
lands drain away from the landfill; (b) incorporating sedimentation basins into the design 
where peak discharges would increase substantially; and (c) constructing drainage facilities 
to accommodate the 1,000-year, 24-hour storm event 

* Condition 47, which will require extra precautions to be taken if springs or heavy steps arc 
encountered within the landfill footprint during excavation, to ensure that there is no seepage 
into the landfill. Extra measures would be specified by an engineering geologist. 

* Condition 48, which requires design of the final grading and drainage system to minimiv- 
erosion, including features such as sheet drainage, drainage benches, retention basins and 
outlet structures. 

6. Public Health and Safety - Effects: Worker exposure to chemical contaminants and 
particulates during landfill operation could exceed levels protective of health or safety. 

Fluctuations in designated waste characteristics, or the inadvertent delivery of household 
hazardous wastes commingled with refuse, could lead to the inadvertent disposal of wastes 
with hazardous characteristics. 
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• 
The proposed expansion would increase the generation rate of landfill gas, thus increasing 
the potential for explosion hazards. 

Certain designated wastes, such as ash or contaminated soil, could be transported off-site by 
wind transportation. 

The proposed landfill expansion would have the potential to contaminate surface water or 
groundwater in the vicinity of the landfill. 

The proposed Class 11 Landfill Expansion would increase the potential for fires that would 
• pose threats to public health or safety. 

Findings: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental gift's  related to public 
health and safety as identified in the Final EIR. Conditions No. 51 includes changes or 
alterations that arc within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency, the 
RWQCE. Compliance with the requirements of the RWQCB is required by this permit 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The rollowing conditions will reduce impacts 
to public health and safety to a less-than-significant level: . 

• Condition 49, which requires continuing application of the existing Special Waste Program 
to new designated waste streams received. Specific measures include acceptance of waste 
only from preapproved generators; rejection of wastes with ambiguous analytical data until it 
is proven non-hazardous; rejection of known hazardous wastes; 

• * Condition 50, which allows inspection of any truck by the LEA and requires all trucks 
carrying dusty materials to be covered; 

* Condition 51, which requires the operator to develop handling procedures for designated 
wastes that ensure compliance with LEA and RWQCB requirements, including separation 
of incompatible wastes; mixing of designated waste with municipal solid waste; disposal of 
dusty materials only during calm periods; and prevention of standing pools of water/liquid 
by rapid covering of high-moisture content wastes; 

• Condition 52, which requires that personnel wear approved safety equipment and be 
properly trained in safety and emergency procedures; 

• Condition 53, which prohibits eating near the active landfill; 

• Conditions 54 and 55, which require continued conformance with the site Health and.  
Safety Plan and Emergency Management Manual, and revisions to the plan as necessary to 
accommodate new requirements (these plans include extensive information and requirements 
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related to general health, hygiene and safety matters, and matters of emergency, including 
actions in time of fire and earthquake); 

* Condition 56, which requires maintenance of low-flammability fire buffer zones; 

* Condition 57, which requires measures to discourage the presence of seagulls and other 
pests; 

* Condition 58 and 59, which require implementation of plans to exclude hazardous wastes, 
including training of personnel to recognize hazardous wastes should it arrive at the landfill, 
load-checking to screen out hazardous wastes, and which requires minimum compliance 
standards for waste acceptance; 

* Several various other conditions described in Mitigation Findings Nos. 5, 8 and 9 of this 
section for Hydrology (water quality), Air Quality and Noise, related to detection, prevention 
and remediation of contaminated water; prevention and mitigation of dust; prevention, 
detection and safe destruction of landfill gas (methane and others); and minimization of 
construction and operational noise; 

7. Traffic and Circulation - Effects: Project-assoc;ated truck traffic could result in 
• incremental pavement deterioration on study area roadways, including South Front Road, 

North Greenville Road, and Altamont Pass Road. 

findings:  Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects of landfill traffic as 
identified in the Final EIR 

,Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The following conditions will reduce the 
impact of landfill truck traffic on cumulative levels-of-service and on pavement and roadway 
structures to a less-than-significant level: 

* Conditions 60, 61, 62 and 63, which require the operator to assist in monitoring of 
roadway capacity, traffic efficiency and roadway Conditions along all the routes of use 
between Interstate 580 and the landfill entrance, and to pay fair-share funding as needed to 
facilitate maintenance, reconstruction and enlargement of roadway facilities to provide 
continued safe and efficient access for general traffic and to accommodate the needs of larger 
landfill vehicles. Specific areas include the monitoring and potential improvements to 
Altamont Pass Road, North Front Road, South Front Road, Greenville Road and Grant Line 
Road in the vicinity of the landfill, along with connecting intersections. Condition 63 
requires the operator to reach a negotiated Memorandum of Understanding with the County 
and Alameda County Waste Management Authority on appropriate methods for calculating 
precise fair-share values for necessary improvements shortly after adoption of this permit 
and well in advance of project implementation; 
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* Condition 64, which requires the applicant to pay any regional impact fees, if adopted, for 
improvements to the regional roadway network (primarily Interstate Highways 580 and 680 
and potentially local State Highways, if affected by the landfill operation); 

* Condition 65, which requires payment of the County Cumulative Traffic Impact Mitigation 
Fee to cover landfill contributions to general and unforeseen cumulative impacts in the 
County; 

* Condition 66, which restricts vehicle volume during peak commute hours to alleviate 
congestion; 

• Condition 67, which specifics minimum average truck weights and replacement of obsolete 
vehicles with clean air vehicles; 

• Condition 68, which requires that necessary precautions be taken to minimize the tracking 
of mud and wastes onto public roadways; 

8. Air Quality - Effects: Construction of landfill cells and associated activities, such as 
vehicle) equipment travel over unpaved surfaces, would generate dust during the 
construction phases of the proposed Expansion. 

Landfill operations, including vehicle and equipment travel, would generate fugitive dust. 

Municipal solid waste, sludge and designated wastes could generate objectionable odors. 

The project would incrementally add to cumulative emissions of toxic air contaminants from 
the ALRRF. 

Findings: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 
which avoid or substantially lessen the specified significant environmental effects related to 
air quality as identified in the Final EIR. Conditions Nos. 69, 70, 72, 74, 75, 77, and 78 also 
require changes or alterations that arc primarily within the responsibility and jurisdiction of 
another public agency, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District. Compliance with the 
requirements of the BAAQMD is required by this permit. 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The following measures will reduce the 
.specified impacts to air quality to a less-than-significant level. 

* Conditions 69 and 70, which will mitigate general dust effects, requires implementation of 
a minimum 75% effective construction dust mitigation program in conjunction with the 
BAAQMD, including these components: (I) restrict cell construction activity to four acres at 
any given time; (ii) water the construction site according to wind conditions, dryness of soil, 
and intensity of activity; (iii) restrict vehicles and equipment to compacted and watered 
surfaces to the extent possible; (iv) use dust suppressant to reduce fugitive dust emissions 
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from vehicle travel surfaces; (v) increase the frequency of watering on dry windy days; and 
(vi) limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph. The conditions encourage use of 
treated Icachate and condensate for dust suppression purposes, require paving of haul routes 
outside of the immediate landfill footprint, and provide for additional engineering measures 
if necessary; 

* Condition 71 requires regular tuning and maintenance of equipment engines to reduce 
emissions; 

* Conditions 72, 73 and 74 require (a) compliance with Regulation 8, Rule 34 of the 
BAAQMD regarding emissions control on gas turbines associates with the landfill gas 
energy production system; (b) revisions to the Gas Management Plan to extend it over the 
Class II Expansion area to detect and control potentially volatile gases and reroute them to 
the energy conversion system; (c) the use of landfill gas for electrical energy production; (d) 
regular maintenance and service to the gas collection/energy production system; and (a) • 
implementation of Best Available Control Technologies for Tmdcs in the system; 

* Conditions 75, 76 and 77, which require gas hazard prevention by regular monitoring of 
the system and of building interior air, ventilation systems, subgrade membranes, spark-
proof electrical systems, restricting buildings toareas without landfill gas buildup hazard, 
training of personnel in the gas monitoring system and emergency management activities, 
and by providing modification to the gas collection systems during the post-closure period to 
reflect changing land uses adjacent to the site; 

* Conditions 78 and 79, which will minimize effects of landfill-caused odors, including (a) 
control of odors according to CCR Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 7.6, 17701 and 
17713; (b) rapid burial of excessively odorous wastes; (c) monitoring for efficient 
destruction of odors and odor leaks; and (d) efficient handling of waste to minimize odor 
exposure to open air. 

Noise -Effects: Hauling waste by rail would raise ambient noise levels along railway lints 
(potential future impact - actual extent of impact not yet determined). 

The project would add incrementally to ambient noise levels generated by cumulative growth 
and development. 

Findings: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects of the landfill traffic 
and operations on noise levels as identified in the Final Elk 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The following conditions will reduce the 
impacts of the project on noise levels to a less-than-significant level: 

* Condition 80, which requires that internal combustion engines used in conjunction with the 
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landfill to be equipped with mufflers or noise-suppression devices at all times, and 
maintained in good condition, and prohibits removal, cutout, or bypass of these devices; 

• Conditions 81 and 82, which will mitigate cumulative effects on ambient noise levels as 
heard at sensitive receptors along local roadways, including (a) providing, if desired, retrofit 
of residences to reduce interior noise levels, prior to commencement of operations; and (b) 
requiring future review for sensitive land uses to include consideration of potential noise 
exposure and building design mitigation for noise; and, 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors has determined that there are several cumulative impacts 
identified in the Final EIR to which the project will contribute that will be unavoidable and cannot be 
mitigated to an acceptable level, but for which overriding considerations exist that outweigh the impacts; and 
the statements of environmental effects, findings of overriding consideration, and facts relied upon by the 
Board of Supervisors are as discussed in the Final E[R for the project (including Draft Elk and Addendum / 
Summary and Responses to Comments) and / or are asserted, as follows: 

1. Visual Quality - Effects; The proposed project would impair the quality of existing scenic 
resources on the project site and in its vicinity during the operating phase. 

The proposed project would introduce distinct arm prominent long-term visual elements that 
would contrast with the predominant topographical patterns of the Altamont Pass area_ 

Findings: Feasible changes and alterations required in the Final ER and incorporated into 
the project will lessen the significance of the impacts but will not reduce them to a less than 
significant levels. No feasible alternative has been identified that would mitigate or lessen 
these impacts to a less than significant level. 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The proposed project includes significant 
alteration of topography, including large areas of excavation and other earthmoving, and the 
creation over the long term of a fill area that would be plainly visible from Bethany 
Reservoir and to lesser extent from Brushy Peak, two areas expected to receive substantial 
public visitation in the Anure. In addition, the landfill will present a much different visual 
aspect than the existing open space during operations, including devegetated areas, presence 
of structures and earthrnoving/waste handling equipment, stockpiles, flocks or birds 
attracted to the landfill, and potential blowing refuse. 

Although in the long-term the operational aspects of these impacts will be completed, tbc 
short-term effect of the operations would be significant, and while careful grading and 
revegetation will provide gentler final contours, the visible topographic alteration would be 
permanent. The mitigation measures provided, which will be adopted and utilized to the 
maximum extent feasible, will reduce the impacts, but cannot eliminate them entirely. The 
specified impacts to visual quality remain significant and unavoidable_ Benefits of the 
project (overriding considerations), as discussed on pages 18 and 19 of this resolution, 
outweigh remaining unavoidable adverse impacts. 
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2. Air Quality - Effects: Exhaust emissions from vehicles and equipment used for landfill cell 
construction would generate criteria air pollutants during the construction phases. 

Equipment and truck operations associated with an increase in incoming wastes at the 
landfill would generate additional criteria air pollutant emissions. 

Construction of landfill cells and associated activities, and operation of the Class II Landfill 
Expansion, together with closure activities for Fill Area 1, would contribute toward the 
cumulative generation of criteria air pollutants_ 

The project would incrementally add to cumulative air pollutant emissions in the region. 

Findings: Feasible changes and alterations required in the Final E1R and incorporated into 
the project will lessen the significance of these impacts but will not reduce them to a less 
than significant level:* No feasible alternative has been identified that would mitigate or 
lessen these impacts to a less than significant level. 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The Bay Area air basin is an area of 
nonattainment for certain criteria pollutants, in particular respirable particulates of ten 
micron diameter or less (PM„), ozone (0,), andpreeursors to ozone such as hydrocarbons 
(HC) and nitrogen oxides (NO;). In general, any substantial additions to the pollutant Load 
in the air basin for these pollutants constitutes a significant contribution to area wide 
nonattainment, and therefore a significant impact. Each of the cited impacts, individually 
regarding air emissions from various activities, identifies the emission of criteria pollutants 

' as significant, whether the impact is project-specific or cumulative. The most effective 
forms of mitigation for air quality impacts of these types are generally employed at the 
regional and state level, and involve emissions reductions for vehicles and equipment Some 
partial mitigation is available at the project level for these types of impacts, but to 
completely offset these emissions overall would be economically infeasible and such 
measures are therefore not considered for this project. As a result, the impacts cited are 
unavoidable. Benefits of the project (overriding considerations), as discussed on pages 18 
and 19 of this resolution, outweigh any remaining unmitigated unavoidable adverse impacts. 

and, 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors has determined that there are several impacts identified in 
the Final Environmental Impact Report related to Land Use, Visual Quality, Solid Waste Services, 
Community Services, Biological Resources, Public Health and Safety, Traffic and Circulation, Air Quality, 
Noise, Energy, and Cumulative Impacts, that were determined to be less than significant and not subject to 
mitigation requirements; nevertheless, various actions which were suggested in the Environmental Impact 
Report are incorporated as conditions of approval to further reduce or eliminate some of these impacts; and 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors considered certain project alternatives as analyzed in the 
Environmental Impact Report, and makes the following findings: 
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No Project Alternative: Under this alternative, the ALRRF Class 11 Landfill Expansion 
would not be constructed or operated, and the existing agricultural uses (primarily grazing) 
would continue on the project site. No grading would occur. 

Findings: Specific economic, social, or other considerations make this alternative infeasible. 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Finding: Under this alternative, there would be no 
change of the existing agricultural land uses on the project site, and no loss of wildlife 
habitat. No contribution to the cumulative loss of use of agricultural land would occur. 
None of the specific impacts identified for the project would occur. No contribution to 
cumulative impacts would occur. The ALRRF overall would cease to operate by 
approximately 2003 and would be closed and the land reclaimed. Adoption of this 
alternative at the present time would not preclude consideration of similar or other types of 
development in the future on the same parcels of land. 

This alternative would preclude a major benefit of the project, in that it would not help 
Alameda County to meet the l5-year landfill capacity requirement of the State or the 50-year 
landfill capacity requirement of the Alameda County Waste Management Authority. This is 
considered a detriment when compared to the prcieet. This alternative would also not fulfill 
the objectives of the applicant, including the enlargement of, and recl,scification of the 
majority of, an important landfill facility for Alameda County and other counties in the 
region; meeting existing contractual obligations for waste acceptance; meeting state and 
County objectives as to landfill capacity, and providing contingency backup for other 
Northern California Communities. 

Original Project Proposal (the_primary proposal discussed in the Draft EIR) 
Alternative: This alternative would construct and operate the full-sized landfill originally 
proposed by the applicant, a total of 850 acres, 90 acres greater than that currently proposed 
(equivalent to the Reduced Project Alternative of the Final EIR). The maximum height of 
the landfill would be 1,350 feet, approximately 300 feet higher than that currently proposed. 
The maximum daily tonnage would exceed 20,000 tons per day, and the average daily 
tonnage would be approximately 17,000 tons per day, a substantial increase from the value 
of 11,150 tons per day currently proposed. 

lit gat : Specific economic, social, or other considerations make this alternative infeasible. 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: This alternative, the original proposed 
project, would create greater impacts in virtually every area than the project currently 
proposed. In particular, the potential impacts to wildlife habitat and endangered species, 
traffic generation, air quality and visual quality would be substantially greater under this 
alternative due to the larger size, greater height, and higher level of waste receipts (and 
therefore traffic). The only benefit of this alternative would be to allow larger volumes of 
waste to be disposed of, with a potential increase in the duration of the life of the landfill 
(depending upon actual waste receipts) and additional progress toward meeting the state and 
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County Waste Management Authority requirements for landfill capacity. This alternative 
. would fulfill the objectives of the applicant. 

The present proposal was suggested voluntarily by the applicant in recognition of the 
impacts analyzed in the Draft EIR for the original project In light of this suggestion, and 
the fact that the original project would have greater environmental impacts, this alternative 
has been determined to be infeasible. 

3.  Design Alternative: The Design Alternative would provide 122.7 million cubic yards of 
additional capacity at ALRRF, approximately 51 percent of the capacity of the current 
proposal. The basic objective of this alternative was to redesign the landfill to substantially 
reduce at least two of the major impacts of the original proposed project through redesign of 
the landfill. The landfill would be made smaller in height and spatial extent to reduce 
impacts on visual quality by reducing landfill height across most of its extent (especially to 
mitigate views as seen from Bethany Reservoir) and to reduce impacts on kit fox habitat by 
limiting landfill footprint development and retaining kit fox habitat on site at a ratio of three 
(3) acres of land reserved to each one (1) acre of land developed, unless the feasibility of 
using closed and reclaimed landfill acreage for kit fox habitat is verified and established. 
Other mitigation measures from the EIR would then also be implemented to the extent that 
they would still apply for the reduced area. 

Findings: Specific economic, social, or other considerations make this alternative infeasible. 

$tatemerit of Facts and Rationale for Findings: The Elk found this alternative to be the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative (CEQA Guidelines Section 15370): With judicious 
redesign, it was assumed in the EIR that this alternative would have eliminated the two 
impacts mentioned, and could have reduced several other impacts related to smaller size and 
shortened landfill life, including adjacent land use and air quality impacts, and also impacts 
on some other wildlife and plant species. This alternative satisfies two of the five project 
objectives, specifically satisfying the operator's contractual agreements and providing 15 

, years of capacity in accordance with state goals. It would not satisfy the Alameda County 
goal of providing 50 years of landfill capacity, nor would it satisfy the goal to provide 
contingency backup ol• replacement capacity for other communities' waste disposal. This 
alternative provides only 43 percent of the disposal capacity of the original proposed project, 
and about50 percent of the disposal capacity of the Reduced Project Alternative. Because 
this alternative provides much less disposal capacity and a probable shorter lifespan, it could 
also result in shifting the impacts to other disposal sites upon landfill closure. For these 
reasons the alternative is considered infeasible. 

4.  Tri-Cities Facility Expansion Alternati.vc, Under this alternative, the ALRRF would not 
be subject to any expansion at all. The existing landfill would continue to operate until 
capacity was reached, probably around the year 2000. Instead, the Tri-Cities Recycling and 
Disposal Facility in Fremont would provide capacity for Municipal Solid Waste from the 
current service area of the ALRRF, as well as capacity for designated wastes. The remaining 
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permitted area of the Tri-Cities Facility (TCF) would be clovoloirod as a Class H landfill. 
Anticipated additional potential volume for the Tri-Cities Facility is approximately 10 
million cubic yards total, much less than the current proposal for ALRRF. 

Findings: Specific economic, social, or other considerations make this alternative infeasible. 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: the use of the TCF would involve a number 
of environmental trade-offs. The TCF alternative would also incur unavoidable impacts in 
the areas of visual and air quality, with the visual impacts somewhat greater and the air 
quality impacts somewhat reduced. Biological impacts would probably be less than those of 
the proposed project, with the primary direct impact consisting of the filling of 1.67 acres of 
jurisdictional wetlands. Land use incompatibilities would occur at the TCF as they would at 
ALRRF, with potential effects on water quality and biology in the San Francisco Bay and 
adjacent wetlands; the DEAR suggested that these effects would be mitigable. Traffic 
impacts would certainly occur with the TCF alternative, although they would be mitigable as 
well through extended and off-hours operating schedules. The mitigation could have an 
impact of its own by creating operational and light and glare impacts during the night time 
hours. No cultural resources would be affected; other impacts would be less-than-significant 
or fully mitigable. 

This alternative would not fully meet the sponsor's objectives. The volume would be greatly 
diminished, and the landfill could not provide contingency capacity for other Northern 
California communities, and would not allow the applicant to meet its contractual 
obligations for waste acceptance. The alternative is considemd infeasible for this reason. 

5. Reduced Project Alternative: This alternative, for which the findings have been made 
above, would reduce the size of the project according to an agreement reached between the 
applicant and the Alameda County Waste Management Authority. , This alternative reduces 
the average daily volume of waste accepted from 17,640 tons per day to 11,150 tons per 
day. The total waste volume would be reduced from 288 million cubic yard to 246 million 
cubic yards. The landfill footprint would be reduced from 850 acres to 760 acres. The final 
height of the landfill would be reduced by 250 feet, from 1300 feet above mean sea level to 
1050 feet above mean sea level. The anticipated life of the landfill would increase from 41 
to 67 years. The amount of on-site biologicalmitigation area would increase by 90 acres, 
from 741 acres to 831 acres. The proposed waste stream and service area would remain the 
same as the originally proposed project However, the overall daily volume would be lower 
than the amount analyzed in the EIR for the project as initially proposed. This alternative 
would include substantially similar operations and waste handling. 

Findings: This alternative is adopted with the further reduction of the size of the project to 
80 million tons capacity in two phases. This alternative is feasible and consistent with the 
project objectives as set forth in the EIR, and meets the State and County landfill capacity 
goals. In comparison to the project as originally proposed, this alternative will further 
reduce two significant unavoidable impacts of the project (visual and criteria air pollutants). 
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This alternative will also further reduce other impacts, such as noise, traffic and biological 
impacts for which adequate mitigation has already been identified. 

Statement of Facts and Rationale for Findings: This alternative will reduce criteria air 
pollutant emissions and visual impacts at sensitive receptors to levels lower than those for 
the original proposed project. The height of the landfill is reduced , and the two highest 
natural points on the site would remain. These two higher elevation points will help to 
block views of landfill operations from Brushy Peak, and the reduced size and height of the 
landfill overall will reduce visual impacts. Day to day impacts related to waste volume 
would also be less intense in comparison to the design alternative and the original project. 
Operational impacts would last longer, but would otherwise be the same as the imparts 
evaluated for the original project. This alternative also reduces the landfill footprint by 90 
acres, which will be contiguous with the other on-site mitigation land identified in the EIR, 
resulting in a larger combined and integrated area for biological mitigation; and, 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors has identified the following Statement of Overriding 
Considerations regarding the significant unavoidable environmental impacts of this project as discussed 
above, and the anticipated environmental, economic, social, and other benefits of the project which justify 
approval of this project notwithstanding such environmental impacts: 

A. The unavoidable impacts of the project (including cumulative impacts) arc overridden by, and 
acceptable in light of, the environmental, social, economic, and other overriding concerns set forth 
below in this statement of overriding considerations. Each of these overriding considerations or 
combination thereof justifies the approval of the project. 

B. The project will help to promote safe and effective waste disposal in Alameda County in the 
interest of public health, safety and welfare. As described in the EIR., state law requires County 
solid waste plans to identify 15 years of solid waste disposal capacity, and the Alameda County 
Waste Management Authority has adopted a goal of providing a 50-year disposal capacity. The 
Draft EIR indicates that Alameda County disposal capacity could expire as early as 2005. By 
providing new disposal capacity, the project will help to assure that Alameda County maintains 
landfill capacity in conformance with these requirements of state and local law. 

C. As stated in the EIR's analysis of the no project alternative, the project will provide local disposal 
for wastes that, upon closure of Alameda County's existing landfills when they reach capacity, 
would be transported to disposal sites in Marin, Contra Costa, Kings, and other counties, over a 
greater distance and with greater vehicle miles traveled and with increased air emissions. The 
project avoids these impacts and problems by providing additional local disposal capacity. 

D. The East County Area Plan, part of the Alameda County General Plan, includes as a goal "to 
ensure sufficient long-term landfill capacity for County residents." The goals and policies  of the 
plan call for siting and expansion of landfills outside urban boundaries. The project furthers this 
goal of the East County Plan by providing additional solid waste capacity and by expanding an 
existing landfill located outside the urban areas of the County. 
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• 
E. The State of California Commission on State Mandates made a finding of significant financial 

distress for Alameda County on February 6, 1996 pursuant to the standards of the Welfare and 
Institutions Code Section 17000.5, indicating that the County could not provide or maintain basic 
County services including public safety. The Commission determined that there' are more than $78 
Million of net, unmet fiscal needs at the County level and recognized that the County has no 
appreciable expenditure flexibility for general purposes and that the functions affected by unmet 
social needs are essential to the operation of the County government. This project generates funds 
for Alameda County, in the form of increased property taxes, business taxes, and various fees paid 
for solid waste management, recycling, and inspection programs; and 

WHEREAS 

A.  CEQA requires lead agencies to recirculate EIRs for a second round of public review and comment 
when significant new information is added to the Final EIR after the Draft EIR is circulated for 
review and comment. The CEQA Guidelines specify that recirculation is required when 1) a new 
significant impact would result from the project or a mitigation measure, 2) a substantially more 
severe impact would result and that impact is not mitigated to insignificance, 3) a new, 
considerably different alternative or mitigation measure would clearly lessen project impacts but 
the project's proponents decline to adopt it, or 4) the draft EIR was fundamentally and basically 
inadequate and conclusory so that meaningful public review and comment was precluded 

B.  The Board of Supervisors finds that the Elk does not include significant new information requiring 
recirculation_ There is no new infOrmation added to the Final EIR which shows that a new 
significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new mitigation measure. 
There is no new information added to the Final Elk which shows a substantial, =mitigated 
increase in the severity of an environmental impact There is no new information to the Final hIR 
which shows that a feasible project alternative or mitigation measure would clearly lessen the 
project's environmental impacts but the project's proponents decline to adopt it. There is no new 
information added to the Final EIR which shows that the draft EIR was so fundamentally and 
basically inadequate that meaningful public review and comment were precluded. This finding is 
based on the Final EIR and the entire record before the Board of Supervisors, including the 
following facts: 

1, The information included in the Final EIR consists of comments, responses, and evaluation 
regarding the same physical, environmental impacts evaluated in the Draft EIR, and no new 
impacts are identified in the Final EIR; 

2. The comments include a restrictive change in the criteria for determining the significance of 
traffic impacts et unsigruilized intersections, and that changed criteria has been evaluated and 
applied in this EIR; nevertheless, this impact is also reduced to a less-than-significant level 
through the adoption of the reduced project alternative, as stated in the Final EIR. The 
actual physical impact to which this criteria is applied remains the same; 
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3. The Final EIR includes some additional mitigation measures and the reduced project 
alternative. The reduced project alternative results in the same types of impacts analyzed in 
the Draft EIR (traffic, visual quality, biological impacts, etc.). However. the reduced project 
alternative reduces two significant impacts of the project as proposed (visual effects and 
criteria air pollutants at sensitive receptors). The reduced project alternative would increase 
the time during which operations-related impacts would persist, but the operations-related 
impacts otherwise would be similar to the project as proposed. The reduced project 
alternative has been agreed to and adopted by the applicant, and is being adopted and 
approved by the Board of Supervisors pursuant to this resolution.; and, 

• 
WHEREAS for this permit many of the mitigation measures cited in the Final EIR have been 

condensed, simplified, and/or combined with measures adopted previously for prior ALRRF Conditional Use 
Permits solely for the purposes of clarity and reducing redundancy; and 

WHEREAS a Mitigation Monitoring Program has been prepared in accordance with California 
Public Resources Code, California Environmental Quality Act, Section 21081.6; and 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors did hear, review, and consider all reports, recommendations, 
and testimony given on the project. 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors affirms the findings of the Zoning Administrator except that 
the Board of Supervisors has reduced the size of the project to 80 million tons of overall expansion capacity, 
in two, 40 million ton phases; and 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors finds that this approval, by reducing landfill expansion 
capacity below the Reduced Project Alternative and Design Alternative identified in the Final MR, achieves 
most of the objectives of the project and further reduces environmental impacts of the expansion project; and 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors finds that this approval achieves a reasonable balance 
between achieving project goals and reducing environmental impacts; and 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors finds that a further reduction in expansion capacity to 23 
million tons would not achieve project objectives and would be infeasible by placing too severe a limit on the 
County's ability to meet solid waste goals and needs; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors does hereby certify: 

A. that the Final EIR for Waste Management of Alameda County, Inc., ALRRF Class II Expansion 
Project, has been completed in accordance with CEQA, including the requirement to prepare and 
incorporate into the Conditions of Approval a mitigation monitoring program, to govern 
monitoring of all measures which mitigate significant and potentially significant impacts of the 
project, as required by Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code; and 

B.  that the Final EIR for the project was presented to the Board of Supervisors, and that they reviewed 
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and considered the information Contained in the Final EIR prior to taking action on the project; and 

C. that the Board of Supervisors fords that the Draft EIR and Final EER. were independently reviewed 
and analyzed by the lead agency, the documents circulated in connection therewith reflect the . 
independent judgment of the lead agency, and the final EIR reflects the independent judgment of the 
lead agency-, and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board of Supervisors adopts as findings the statements set 
forth above regarding the less than significant impacts of the project, the potentially significant impacts of the 
project., the unavoidable impacts of the project, and the alternatives to the project, 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board of Supervisors finds that despite the potential for 
significant impacts that cannot be avoided or that cannot be mitigated to acceptable levels (as discussed 
above), there are overriding considerations in the form of economic and social benefits from this project noted 
in this resolution that outweigh the remaining unavoidable impacts; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors dots hereby certify the Final FIR 
for the ALRRF Class II Expansion Project, and the Mitigation Monitoring Program prepared for those 
conditions of approval based on Final EIR mitigation measures (Resolution Attachment "B"); and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the documents and other materials that constitute the record 
of proceedings on which the Board of Supervisors' decision is based upon and arc located at, and shall remain 
within the custody of, the Alameda County Planning Department, 399 Elmhurst Street, in Hayward. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors finds that recirculation of the EIR 
is not required for the reasons cited above; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors has considered the testimony 
presented at the bearing relating to the EIR and the project, and the Board of Supervisors finds that: 

1. The testimony relates to issues and environmental concerns which are analyzed and 
disclosed in the EIR. Tire testimony does not demonstrate that the project will result in 
potentially significant impacts not analyzed in the EIR, and does not demonstrate that there 
are project changes, changes in circumstances, or new information requiring further 
environmental review under CEQA. 

2. County staff have reviewed the testimony in light of the E1R. analysis and determined that the 
Ent adequately addresses the issues raised by the testimony. Specifically, the FIR discusses 
waste diversion goals, and includes an increased waste diversion scenario in its analysis of 
solid waste impacts. The ER also evaluates the visual, air quality, and other impacts 
described in the testimony, as well as mitigation measures which reduce those impacts. The 
EIR discusses water quality issues and landfill line• issues, including specific responses on 
matters such as the possibility of leachate leakage. 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors finds, with respect to the 
Conditional Use Permit application, that: 

1. The use is required by the public need since the ALRRF would provide an expanded regional 
facility for Alameda County and other nearby counties where municipal solid waste, 
commercial, industrial, construction and demolition wastes, designated wastes and POTW 
sludge can be disposed, reducing vehicle miles traveled and associated traffic and air-quality 
impacts from the transport of designated wastes generated from out-of-county disposal sites. 
This project could potentially lower disposal cost for the generators of these wastes, and 
potentially lower operating costs per ton at the ALRRF since the fixed costs of operating the 
landfill could be spread over an increased daily tonnage. 

2. The use will be properly related tc other land uses and transportation and service facilities in 
the vicinity as impact on traffic congestion, improvements, and maintenance of highways 
and roads in Alameda County are mitigated herein; all other public services and utilities are 
available; adequate monitoring and reporting of designated wastes to be deposited at the site 
will be accomplished. . 

3. The use, if permitted, under all the circumstances and conditions of this particular case, will 
not materially affect adversely the health or safetybf persons residing or working in the 
vicinity, or be materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to property or 
improvements in the neighborhood, in that operation of the expanded landfill area for receipt 
of Class II and Class III wastes at the ALRRF will not be allowed until all required permits 
arc secured from applicable state and regional agencies such as the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board - Central Valley Region, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and 
the I.ocal Fnforcement Agency, 

As conditioned, operational procedures were amended to accommodate receipt of new waste 
materials; in addition, new landfill development and design standards were implemented as 
part of the ALRRF Class 11Reclassification (C-6090). All applicable health and safety code 
requirements would be met. Under the conditions of approval, the increased"rate of fill and 

• designated waste types, deposited at the landfill should not result in any adverse health or 
safety concerns, or be materially detrimental because all impacts therefrom would be 
mitigated to insignificant levels. 

4. "[he use will not be contrary to the specific intent clauses or performance standards 
established for the "A" (Agriculture) Zoning District and the East County Area Plan of tt,e 
Alameda County General Plan, in that the expanded landfill use, as conditioned, would help 
to provide sufficient capacity to absorb the existing waste stream of Alameda County 
jurisdictions for at least fifty (50) years. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors does hereby deny the appeals by 
Donna Cabanne, et al, and conditionally approves Conditional Use Permit application C-5512 to allow Class 
IT expansion of the Altamont Landfill and Resource Recovery Facility (ALRRF), including: 1) development 
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of a Class II landfill adjacent to the existing landfill site (Fill Area 1) that could accept up to 80 million tons 
of waste in two phases; 2) to allow acceptance of municipal solid waste and Class II designated wastes at the 
landfill; 3) expansion of the ALRRF service area to provide for additional, out-of-county waste import; 4) 
maintain the maximum average daily tonnage received at the ALERF at 11,150 tons per day (this modified 
project description is based on the "Reduced Project Alternative" as described in the FEER, as adopted by the 
applicant in its letter dated March 29, 1996, marked "Exhibit B," and amended FUR plans on file with the 
Planning Department marked "Exhibit C," but with a further reduction in overall tonnage from 160 million 
tons to 80 million tons); and, subject to the 94 conditions of approval, which follow; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, as presented in these Conditions of Approval, the 
condensation and simplification of mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR shall not be construed so 
as to diminish or eliminate the maponsi batty of the operator for full mitigation of environmental impacts 
identified in the Final EIR; but in the implementation of these Conditions of Approval, in the event that a 
question arises as to how the operator or County shall proceed in mitigation of impacts, the Final EER. shall be 
consulted for guidance by the Zoning Administrator in making a determination; and 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR C-5512 
Altamont Landfill and Resource Recovery Facility 

Class II Expansion Project 

1. The operator shall construct the proposed landfill expansion in substantial conformance with the plan 
depicted in Exhibit A, attached hereto and made a part of this permit by reference, proportionately 
modified for the reduced project approved herein. Specifically, the landfill expansion shall conform 
to the proposed footprint and elevations, and the biological mitigation area and proposed buffer zones 
shall be set aside as shown on this Exhibit. 

2. The operator may make minor modifications to the footprint boundary and elevations to accommodate 
local requirements for geotechnical and hydrologic integrity, local biological requirements, or other 

' valid reasons, provided the altered footprint does not exceed 760 acres in extent Nominally, an 
alteration in the landfill footprint locally affecting no more than 7.6 acres of land"(1 percent of the 
expansion footprint) or alteration in the landfill construction, resulting in a local maximum increase of 
ten (10) feet over final landfill elevation shall constitute a minor modification. 'For modifications 
greater than these values, the operator shall submit plans to the Zoning Administrator for review and 
approval. Ifnecessary, the Zoning Administrator shall respond within ten (10) days, stating whether 
the proposed mcofification requires additional review and conditional use permit modification; 
otherwise, the operator may proceed with the modification. 

3. The landfill expansion described in this permit, CUP C-5512, shall not be constructed until the 
following permits and/or plans are approved or modified as needed to accommodate said project: 

a) County Solid Waste Management Plan/County Integrated Waste Management Plan 
Conformance, whichever plan document is in effect (Alameda County Waste Management 
Authority - ACWMA); 
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b) Report of Disposal Site Information and Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Alameda County Health 
Care Services Agency, Department of Solid and Medical Waste Management, Local 
Enforcement Agency, or as designated by the California Integrated Waste Management Board - 
LEA/C1WMB); 

c) Waste Discharge Requirements and General Industrial Stormwater Permit (Regional Water 
Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region - RWQCB); 

d) Permit to Operate and Authority to Construct (Bay Area Air Quality Management District - 
BAAQMD), 

c) Section 404 Nationwide or Individual Permit (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - COE) 

f) Permit of Incidental Take (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service - FWS) 

g) Fish and Game Code 2081 Permit and Stream Bed Alteration Agreement (California 
Department of Fish and Game - DFG) 

4.  When the operator proposes a new, long-term, large-scale municipal solid waste (MS W) waste stream, 
the operator shall notify the Zoning Administrator in writing. If the operator's acceptance of a new waste 
stream would exceed an identified threshold of significance originally set forth in the Final 
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) which cannot be mitigated, or if the Zoning Administrator finds 
that the acceptance of the waste stream is beyond the scope of the this permit, the Zoning Administrator 
may require additional environmental review, as provided under the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA), or amendment to this permit, before the new waste stream can be disposed at the ALRRF. 
The operator chat( not be prohibited from accepting new waste stir-rims  that will cause no environmental 
impacts beyond those identified in the FEIR and that fall below the impact thresholds identified in the 
FEIR. Full consideration shall be given to the truck haul routes to be used tad the timing of the trips. 
The deeision(s) in this regard shall be made only after consultation with the Alameda County Waste 
Management Authority and the City of Livermore. 

5.  The volume of wastes accepted at the ALRRF by truck will not exceed 2.9 million ions per year and doll 
not exceed 11,150 tons per day as calculated on an annual basis (260 operating days). 

6.  The expansion landfill shall not exceed 80 million tons of capacity or 123 million cubic yards or 
airspace, whichever is greater. No more than 400 acres of the expansion landfill shall be wider 
construction or in use for landfill disposal at any time. 

The County recognizes that it is proposed that the Alameda County Waste Management Authority 
(ACWMA) will irl.-ntify in the CoSWMP or Co1W1v1P, whichever plan is in effect, an expansion of 80 
million tons of capacity or 123 million cubic yards of airspace, which ever is greater, in an area of + 400 
acres. 
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Most of the following Conditions of Approval, Nos. 7 to 82, are a condensation and simplification of 
mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR which should not be construed so as to diminish or 
eliminate responsibility of the operator for full mitigation of environmental impacts identified in the Final 
EIR In implementation of these Conditions of Approval or in the event that a question arises as to how 
the operator or County shall proceed in mitigation of impacts, the Final EIR shall be consulted for 
guidance for a determination by the Zoning Administrator. 

Mitigation measures were crafted to address the impacts identified for the original project and will be 
sufficient to cover any situation created for the reduced project approved herein. Other conditions reflect 
local, state and federal requirements that may not address specific mitigation measures for impacts 
identified as part of the EIR. These include legal liability, general operational conditions, design, 
construction and regulatory standards, periodic review, and various fees. 

LAND USE 

7. Buffer zones shall be retained on site around the perimeter of the landfill footprint substantially as 
indicated on Exhibit A.  

8. The operator shall apply to the Livermore Area Recreation and Park District to modify its 1991 Regional 
Trail Plan to recognize thc proposed Class II Landfill Expansion project. Should a trail across or 
adjacent to Section 17 be constructed, the operator shall provide appropriate signage and fencing around 
the portion of the wildlife mitigation area that is nearest the trail. 

9. The operator shall initiate site closure activities when the landfill achieves•final grade. Closure and Post- 
Closure Plans shall be designed such that the landfill would support agricultural uses after closure and 
reclamation. A program shall be prepared for submittal and review to the United States Department of 
Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, for restoration of the project site to agricultural capability.. Upon 
closure, the project challbe "visually integrated" with the surrounding terrain through sensitive grading 
and revegetation with native plant materials. 

10. As part of the required Site Development Review (SDR) for permitted development within the A 
(Agricultural) District, the Alameda County Planning Department will review proposed development of 
the legal building site parcels within 4,000 feet of the ALRRF Expansion footprint for consistency and 
compatibility with surrounding uses. The operator shall provide reasonable funding for any study of the • 
health and safety impacts of the ALRRF expansion on such development that the Planning Department 
reasonably determines is a necessary part of the SDR 

a) • lithe Planning Department determines, based on the conclusions of a health and safety study 
conducted as part of the SDR, that the ALRRF expansion will have a significant health or safety 
impact on the proposed development of the legal building site parcel, the Planning Department 

• may impose conditions on the development of the legal building site parcel to avoid any such 
health or safety impacts, provided, however, that the Planning Department must first require 
that the developer take all reasonable measures to minimize such health or safety impacts 
without significant additional costs including, if appropriate, relocation of the development to 
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another portion of the parcel. If the developer incurs additional unavoidable development costs 
or diminution of property value solely to implement those measures required by the Planning 
Department to avoid health or safety impacts created by the ALRRF expansion, the operator 
shall provide appropriate restitution, as determined by the Zoning Administrator, or may offer 
to purchase the property at its fair market value at the operator's sole discretion. Appropriate 
restitution shall be limited to the developer's direct, out-of-pocket costs and/or reduction in 
property value below the fair market value of the parcel. 

b) lithe Zoning Administrator determines that the legal building site parcel cannot be developed 
for any permitted use, due solely to health or safety impacts created by the ALRRF expansion, 
the operator shall provide appropriate restitution which shall be limited to reduction in property 
value below fair market value of the parcel, as determined by the Zoning Administratot; or the 
operator may offer to purchase the property at its fair market value at operator's sole discretion. 

c) As a condition of approval of development of any legal building site parcel requiring restitution 
from ALRRF, the Planning Department will require that the operator enter into a recordable 
covenant or other recordable instrument, which acknowledges that the ALRRF, as authorized 
in the CUP, can continue to operate throughout its expected life and that the developer shall 
agree not to seek any further restitution or damages from the operator. 

d) Nothing above will prevent the operator from applying for approval to modify its operations to 
reduce any health and safety impacts on the adjacent legal building site parcel caused by the 
ALRRF expansion. 

e) The operator reserves all rights to appeil and/or challenge any determination of the Zoning 
Administrator requiring restitution. 

VISUAL 

11. Final grades and contours for the landfill shall be in substantial conformance with those depicted in 
Exhibit A unless modifications arc otherwise approved by the Zoning Administrator: 

12. In cooperation with the County, neighbors along Dyer Road, rangers and users of the Bethany Reservoir 
State Recreation Area, the project sponsor shall continue its program to monitor and respond to 
community complaints regarding dust, stray litter, pests and other aesthetic effects on sensitive 
viewpoints. All transfer vehicles and direct-haul collection vehicles that dispose at Altamont Landfill 
shall be enclosed as needed to prevent rubbish from escaping the vehicle in route. The operator shall 
minimize the distance between the tippers and the tip area to minimize airborne litter. Refuse shall be 
compacted promptly to reduce amounts of blowing litter. A litter-control fence shall be installed 
downwind of the fill area to trap airborne refuse. 

13. Where feasible, and to the extent possible, the operator shall locate soil stockpiles within basins in the 
existing topography, with heights generally not to exceed surrounding ridge lines. The operator shall 
seed larger stockpiles and cut surfaces that are not active for an extended period (more than one season). 
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HISTORIC/ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

14. The operator shall implement a program for a qualified archaeologist to complete recordation and 
investigation of known sites that would be disturbed, removed or destroyed during the construction of 
the proposed project and comply with the requirements of the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO). Prior to excavation and construction, the prime construction contractor and any 
subcontractor(s) shall be cautioned on the legal and/or regulatory implications of kuowingly destroying 
cultural resources or removing artifacts, human remains, bottles, and other cultural materials from the 
project site. 

a) The qualified archaeologist shall have the authority to temporarily halt excavation and 
construction activities in the immediate vicinity (ten-meter radius) of a find if significant or 
potentially significant cultural resources are exposed and/or adversely affected by construction 
operations. 

b) Reasonable time shall be allowed for the qualified archaeologist to notify the proper authorities 
for a more detailed inspection and examination of the exposed cultural resources. During this 
time, excavation and construction shall not be allowed in the immediate vicinity of the find; 
however, those activities could continue in other areas of the project site. 

c) If any find were determined to be significant by the qualified archaeologist, representatives of 
the construction contractor and Alameda County, the qualified archaeologist, and a 
representative of the Native American community (if the discovery is an aboriginal burial) shall 
meet within seven calendar days to determine the appropriate course of action for recording and 
removing any cultural resources or remains. 

OTHER COMMUNITY SERVICES 

15. The operator shall apply security systems to the operation of the Class II Landfill Expansion to preclude 
unauthorized entry by persons or vehicles. These systems include posting a 24-hour guard, maintaining 
fencing around the site perimeter, maintaining secondary fences around active operations, wiring 
buildings with remote alarms (connected to a security service), and maintaining security lighting. 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

16. The operator shall set aside a total of 831 acres for biological habitat mitigation and buffer area in 
Sections 15, 16, 17 and 21, substantially as depicted in Exhibit A. 

WMAC shall enter into a Conservation Agreement with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service and 
the Livermore Area Recreation and Park District and/or the East Bay Regional Park District regarding 
acquisition, operation, and maintenance of an Altamont Habitat Preserve in the Altamont Hills area. 
Some or all of WMAC's requirement for multi-species, off-site mitigation acreage shall be met by 
WMAC by the dedication of public open space in the Altamont or other suitable area. Habitat mitigation 
required for each phase of the project shall be met prior to the opening of that phase. A Trust Fund for 
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the acquisition, operation, and maintenance of the Preserve shall be established by WMAC in an amount 
to be determined under the agreement. 

17. Prior to the initiation of any ground clearing, grading, construction, or other activities which could 
disrupt the San Joaquin kit fox and other target species in the expansion area, the operator shall finati7r, 

through formal Section 7 consultation, and implement a mitigation program based on the Biological 
Assessment (LSA, 1995) and the measures identified in the FEIR The mitigation program shall include 
but not be limited to: 

a) Surveys for all affected species according to current agency protocols; 
• . 

b) Repotting of results to the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG), the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and County Planning Director; 

c)' Avoidance of areas occupied by the species and/or the safe relocation of individuals as 
determined appropriate by the DFG and/or FWS. 

The operator shall set aside in perpetuity, by recorded deed, the 831 acres in Sections 15, 16, 17, and 21, 
as well as additional lands off-site to make up for the remaining acreage needed. The program shall 
address impacts to the San Joaquin kit fox, the American badger, the San Joaquin pocket mouse, the 
femiginous hawk, the merlins, the Northern harrier, the golden eagle, the prairie falcon, the tri-colored 
blackbird, the loggerhead shrike, the burrowing owl, the California tiger salamander, and the red-legged 
frog. The program shall include performance standards and a monitoring schedule. 

18. The mitigation program shall be monitored annually for five years (minimum, or a period agreed upon 
by the operator in consultation with FWS and DFG) after implementation to assure the success of the 
mitigation, as determined by evaluation of perfonnatice standards and success criteria based on FWS and 
DFG requirements and standards. If at any point during the five-year monitoring period, the mitigation 
plan is judged to have not been successful, the mitigation shall be reinitiated, after modification as 
necessary, and monitored for a succeeding five-year period. 

19. If required by the FWS or the DFG, the operator shall conduct surveys at appropriate times of the year 
for the Tovmsends western big-eared bat, the pallid bat, the California mastiff bat, the California horned 
lizard, the San Joaquin whipsnakc, the Rickscckcr's water scavenger beetle, the curved-foot hygrotus 
beetle and the Molester's blister beetle. If these surveys reveal the presence of any of these species, the 
operator shall consult with FWS and LTG to determine cuitahle mitigation, based on measures presented 
in the FEIR as applicable. The operator shall implement measures as required by the FWS or the DFG. 

20. The operator shall conduct FWS- and DFG-approved pre-construction surveys at appropriate times of 
the year for the San Joaquin kit fox, the American badger, the tri-colored blackbird, the loggerhead 
shrike, and burrowing owls. Prior to the filling of existing ponds, the operator shall conduct surveys for 
tadpoles and adult western spadefoot toad. If any of these surveys reveal the presence of any of these 
spc..-ies, the operator shall either avoid or relocate the animals as determined appropriate by the FWS or 
the DFG. 
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21.  Long-term maintenance of the mitigation lands shall be the responsibility of the operator with the 
assistance of qualified consultants or consultation with state and federal agency staff until it can find 
a qualified agency or private organization to takeover the long-term maintenance responsibility. 
Selection of the management entity shall be made based on its ability to carry out the long-term 
maintenance requirements and its commitment to goals consistent with the long-term maintenance 
requirements. Selection of the management entity shall be subject to FWS, DFG, and County approval. 
If a long-term management entity is identified, selected and approved by FWS, DFG, and the County, 
the management entity, through a legally binding agreement, shall assume the maintenance and 
management responsibility of the San Joaquin kit fox mitigation areas in perpetuity. 

22.  No chemicals (e.g., rodcnticidcs, herbicides) shall be applied in areas used for mitigation habitat, or in 
areas within one mile of blown SanJoaquin kit fox occurrences during construction and operational 
phases of the landfill. (This measure is not meant to preclude use of rodenticides within the operating 
landfill footprint). If chemical rodent control must be conducted at the ALR.R.F, zinc phosphide or other 
County approved rodenticidc shall be used. Application methods for chemicals should minimize 
exposure of non-target species as recommended in the FEIR. Prior to application, the operator shall 
conduct a field oonsultation with the FWS and DFG regarding the feasibility of rodenticide application. 
The operator shall comply with FWS and DFG requirements for such application. 

23.  The operator shall, to the extent feasible, locate stockpiles in previously disturbed areas. The operator 
shall also attempt to minimize the area extent (footprint) of the stockpiles. 

24.  To the extent possible, project-related vehicle traffic shall be restricted to established roads, construction 
areas, storage areas, and parking areas. To the extent possible, off-road vehicle traffic outside of 
designated project areas shall be restricted. Project-related vehicles shall observe a 20 mph speed limit 
in all project areas. 

25.  The operator shall conduct an employee education program. The program shall include review of kit fox 
biology, habitat requirements, legislative proteetion, and measures taken to reduce impacts to the species 
during project construction and operation.  

26, The operator shall submit a post,construction compliance report to FWS within 45 days of completion 
of each major project component (e.g., stockpiles, water pipeline, storm-drain basin construction). 

27.  Closed landfill areas may be provided as part of the replacement mitigation habitat for the San Joaquin 
kit fox and various passerine species, if literature research or available data establishes that this is 
feasible and if approved by FWS and DFG. 

WETLANDS 

28.  The operator shalt implement a Wetlands Mitigation Plan based on the Conceptual Wetland Mitigation 
Plan (LSA, 1994), the mitigation measures identified in the FEIR, and a Plan that has been approved 
through permits by the COE, FWS, DFG, RWQCB and the County. At minimum, this shall include 
creation of 2.5 acres of seasonally inundated wetlands in four units in Section 17. The wetlands shall 
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be designed as breeding habitat for the California tiger salamander and red-legged frog. Rcvcgctation 
shall use only native vegetation of species found on site. The plan shall include performance and 
monitoring standards. 

29. The operator shall monitor the replacement wetlands after they are created to assess whether they are 
meeting the performance standards in the approved Wetlands Mitigation Plan. Such monitoring'shall 
be conducted for five years or until performance standards arc met, whichever occurs first. 

30. If performance standards are not met during the first five years after replacement wetlands arc created, 
the operator shall continue monitoring for a period to be determined by the COE and the County. 

31. Maintenance and monitoring of the wetlands shall be the responsibility of the operator with the 
uistantz of qualified oans-ultarits, until it can find a qualified agency or private orgiuticatiuri to assume 
that responsibility. The management entity shall be selected based on its financial and technical 
capability to carry out the long-term maintenance requirements and its commitment to goals consistent 
with the long-tam maintenance. Selection of the management entity shall be subject to approval by the 
COE and the County. If a management entity is approved, the management entity, through a legally 
binding agreement, shall assume the maintenance and management responsibility of the wetland 
mitigation areas in perpetuity. 

32. The operator shall avoid existing ponds infix Phase I landfill area until replacement wetlands have been 
established_ The operator may remove the existing ponds as construction occurs in the expansion area 
after it has beat determined that replacement wetlands have been established and the California tiger 
salamander has been resettled 

ALKALI SINK 

33. The operator shall implement a mitigation plan for the alkali sink that is based on the Conceptual 
Wetlands Mitigation Plan (LSA, 1994) and the mitigation measures identified in the FEIR, and that has 
been approved by the COE, DFG, FWS, and the County. Operator shall conduct a site-specific 
hydrology analysis far the sink to determine the appropriate average seasonal flow to the sink, and this 
shall be incorporated into the.plan. The mitigation plan shall include performance and monitoring 
standards. 

34. The operator shall conduct bi-annual monitoring of the alkali sink pursuant to a monitoring plan 
approved the COE, DFG, FWS, and the County to determine whether the performance standards are 
being met. tithe monitoring reports show that the alkali sink is not being adequately maintained or is 
declining in habitat quality or quantity, the operator shall take additional mitigation measures approved 
by the COE, FWS, DFG, and the County, based in part on measures recommended in the FEIR. 

35. Any surface or ground water delivered to the alkali sink shall pass through detention basins to remove 
sediment, and untreated leachate delivered into the alkali sink shall meet applicable water quality 
standards. 
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36. The operator shall fence the area to keep livestock out of the alkali sink 

GEOLOGY/SOILS! SEISMIC 

37. The operator shall design and construct the landfill in accordance with Titles 14 and 23 requirements for 
final cover design, final surface grades, and continuing monitoring and maintenance to reduce potential 
impacts due to settlement. The final design and subsequent modifications shall be reviewed by the 
Regional Water Quality.Control Board (prior to issuance of revised Waste Discharge Requirements) and 
the LEA (as part of the application for a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit). RWQCB and LEA 
approvals shall signify that the proposed design meets all of the applicable requirements. 

38. The operator shall conduct slope stability analyses for the design in accordance with Titles 14 and 23 
of the CCR and stability shall be verified for each landfill cell and excavation. The analyses would be 
able to address hidden instability conditions on the site. The purpose of the analyses shall be to 
determine potential hazards for cut slopes, refuse slopes, and final cover. Measures shall be implemented 
to reduce specific identified slope instability hazards. These measures might include reducing the slope 
angle, keying slopes, buttressing unstable areas and excavation sequencing frora higher-lying to lower-
lying parts of unstable slopes. Similar verification shall occur for temporary refuse fill slopes for future 
fill sequences prior to construction of each cell. All slope stsfaility investigations shall be conducted by 
a certified engineering geologist and/or registered georechnical engineer. All final grading plans and 
slope stability analyses shall be reviewed by the County Grading Inspector prior to the start of liner 
construction. 

39. The proposed final topography shall be described in the Report of Disposal Site Information that would 
be submitted to the LEA as part of the application for a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit. The 
LEA's approval of the application shall signify that the proposed topography meets all of the applicable 
Title 14 requirements. 

40. The operator shall establish permanent survey monuments on and in the immediate vicinity of the landfill 
to monitor long-term landfill settlement or lateral displacement The monuments shall be periodically 
surveyed during the post-closure maintenance period. If the monitoring of settlement and displacement 
detects that more than anticipated amounts of movement of the monuments has occurred, an engineer 
or engineering geologist shall be retained to make specific recommendations for correcting the stability 
prOblem_ A record of the monument survey results shall be filed with the LEA. 

41. During the landfill development period, the operator's engineer shall conduct an investigation of slope 
stability, including active working area, filled and closed areas, and nearby areas that could affect the 
landfill whenever there is rainfall of more than six inehes in a three-day period that follows.  an  
accumulated seasonal (October through April) total rainfall of 15 or more inches. 

42. The operator shall retain a qualified engineering geologist to conduct a site inspection to identify any 
potential indications of instability and to provide recommendations to stabiliie or minimize hazards of 
slope instability as soon as possible, but not longer than one week following such a rainfall. A record 
of the engineering geologist's inspection and recommendations, and the operator's response plan shall 
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be filed with the LEA and RWQCB. 

43. All offsite slope instabilities that could reasonably affect the landfill and perimeter drainage system shall 
be identified by an engineering geologist and corrected at the time that filling is carried out in that part 
of the Expansion area. At the time of the final closure plan, no significant slope instabilities shall remain 
onsite or adjacent to the site that could result in damage to the landfill or the perimeter drainage system. 
The operator's engineering geologist shall submit documented proof of compliance with this requirement 
to the LEA and RWQCB. 

44. The operator shall design and construct the landfill in accordance with all federal and State requirements 
relative to seismic safety. The final design shall be reviewed by the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board (prior to issuance of revised Waste Discharge Requirements) and the LEA (as part of the 
application for a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit). RWQCB and LEA approvals shall signify that 
the proposed design meets all of the applicable seismic safety requirements. To protect on-site 
personnel, ensure the integrity of the landfill, and minimize any disruption to landfill operations in the 
event of a major earthquake, the operator shall update the Earthquake Response Plan (part of the site's 
Emergency Response Plan currently in effect) to include post-earthquake inspection to evaluate any 
damage that may have occurred, ensure the integrity of the landfill containment systems, and make the 
landfill operational as soon as possible. 

HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY 

45. The operator shall comply with the following Regional Water Quality Control Board requirements based 
upon the project description: 

a) Prepare a Leachate Monitoring Plan. Monitoring procedures shall address the amount of 
Ieachate generated, its chemical composition, and the depth of Icachate buildup on the liner. 
Leachate monitoring activities shall comply with the site's Waste Discharge Requirements, and 
applicable sections of CCR Titles 14 and 23. 

b) Prepare and submit a groundwater monitoring plan to the RWQCB as part of the Report of 
Waste Discharge, prior to issuance of the Waste Discharge Requirements. Groundwater 
monitoring shall be conducted using background and compliance wells. Monitoring well 
placement shall take into consideration the local variability in geologic materials that influence 
groundwater flow as indicated by various conceptual groundwater flow models identified by 
RUST Environment & Infrastructure (1994). 

c) Prepare and submit a vadose zone monitoring plan to the RWQCB as part of the Report of 
Waste Discharge, prior to the issuance of the Waste Discharge Requirements, Vadocr zone 
monitoring shall be conducted in accordance with CCR Title 23, Section 2550.7(d). Liquids 
collected in the systems shall be monitored periodically. The operator shall remove or remediate 
any detected contaminants pursuant to CCR Title 23, Section 2550.11. 

Implement appropriate corrective measures in the event of lcachatc migration pursuant to 
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Section 2550.10 of CCR Title 23 shall be implemented by the operator, subject to approval and 
oversight by the Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region. 

e) Submit a copy of the annual report prepared for the appropriate Regional Water Quality Control 
Board to the Zoning Administrator. 

46. The landfill shall be designed and constructed to control drainage and erosion in accordance with the 
facility WDR's including surface water nm-on and run-off controls. The drainage and erosion plans shall 
be submitted to the Zoning Administrator with review by the Director of Public Works. The operator 
may proceed with proposed construction within ten (10) calendar days of Zoning Administrator's receipt 
of written submittal unless otherwise notified by the Zoning Administrator. The plans should 
incorporate the following measures: 

a) The proposed landfill shall be constructed against existing ridges such that all rainfall on areas 
adjacent to the footprint shall drain away from the landfill. 

b) Sedimentation basins shall be incorporated into the project design in places where peak 
discharges would increase substantially. 

c) Drainage facilities shall be constructed to acconiknodate the 1,000 year, 24-hour storm, or 
current design storm as required by state or federal law. 

47. In the event that springs or heavy seeps are encountered during site excavation for the landfill additional 
subgrade drainage measures shall be taken to ensure that there is no seepage into the landfill and that 
groundwater/waste separation is maintained Such measures may include additional geotextile drains, 
the extension of gravel chimney drains up the slope from the gravel drain on the floor of the landfill, and 
hydroeugers. Other measures also may be recommended by the project engineering geologist in response 
to the local hydrogeological conditions. 

48. The operator shall design the final grading and drainage of the Proposed Class 11 Landfill Expansion to 
minimize cover erosion. Design features shall include deck area slopes to promote sheet drainage, a 
series of drainage benches, inlets, and down drains, debris/ retention basins, and outlet structures. 

PUBLIC HEALTH & SAFETY 

49. The operator shall continue the application of the existing WMAC/ALRRF Special Waste Program (a 
process of identifying and characterizing each customer waste stream) to new designated wastes to be 
received by ALRRF. Designated wastes shall be accepted only from pre-approved generators, as required 
by the current Conditional Use Permit. To be pre-approved, a generator shall submit information that 
may include analytical data to the project sponsor demonstrating that its waste stream is non-hazardous 
prior to sending any waste to the landfill Wastes with ambiguous analytical data (indicating that it could 
be hazardous) shall not be accepted by the operator for disposal at the landfill until the waste is proven 
to be non-hazardous by supplemental testing. This measure would allow the landfill to =play 
inexpensive screening tests that could flag wastes that are potentially hazardous without rejecting them 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 35 
August 16-17, 2005  Attachment 4 

 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 35 
August 16-17, 2005 Attachment 4 

07/22/2005 FRI 12:08 FAX 510 337 9234 C of ALA solid /med vast t114/024 

... 

Board of Supervisors Resolution No. R-97-284 
Conditional Use Permit C-5512 
December 5, 1996 
Page 34 

outright, while allowing definitely nonhazardous wastes to pass. Waste proven to be hazardous either 
by the screening tests or by supplemental tests shall be taken elsewhere. 

50. In accordance with State codes, any truck which disposes of MSW at the ALRIRF may be inspected and 
approved or rejected by the LEA. In accordance with the State of California 1993 Vehicle Code, haul 
trucks carrying dusty material shall be covered during transport. 

51. For  those designated wastes (such as drilling muds, ash, and sludges) for which handling procedures arc 
not fully described in the RDSI and revisions/amendments thereto, the operator shall develop and adopt 
handling provisions that arc in compliance with LEA requirements and RWQCB Waste Discharge 
Requirements. Special care shall be taken to ensure that incompatible wastes are not mixed. Designated 
wastes shall be mixed with (and covered by) MSW as part of the co-disposal process. Ash or 
contaminated soils shall not be disposed of during windy conditions (where the material is difficult to 
handle or could be blown off-site). The formation of standing pools of water shall be minimized by 
quickly covering high moisture-containing wastes with MSW or dry designated wastes. 

52. The operator shall comply with provisions of the CCR, Title 14, Section 17670, which state that 
operating and maintenance personnel are required to wear and use approved safety equipment for 
personal health and safety, as determined necessary by the,LEA, and Section 17672, which stipulates 
that site operation and maintenance personnel must be adequately trained in subjects pertinent to safety, 
health, environmental controls and erntAgeucy procedures. 

53. Workers shall not be allowed to eat near the active landfill. Food and beverages shall only be consumed 
away from active landfill areas, or inside an enclosure such as an office building or mobile trailer. 

54. The landfill's Health and Safety Program shall be applied to the Class II Landfill Expansion, including 
the Health and Safety Plan that describes how the program is enacted. The Plan shall be revised if 
needed to include a Contaminant Exposure Monitoring Program, a Medical Monitoring Program, a 
Personal ProtectiVe Equipment Program, and a Training Program as well as procedures for 
implementation, record keeping, audits, and accident investigations. The operator shall continue to 
implement the site's Respiratory Protection Program. 

• 
55. The operator shall adapt and apply the existing Altamont Landfill Emergency Management Manual to 

the Class II Landfill Expansion. Topics to be addressed in the manual shall include, at minimum: fires, 
spills, releases, emissions, natural disasters (storms, earthquakes, floods), and medical emergencies. The 
manual shall also specify policies and procedures for emergency communications, organization, and 
employee training regarding emergency response. The Altamont landfill Emergency Management 
Manual shall be reviewed by the LEA and the Alameda County Fire Department. 

56. The operator shall develop and maintain a low-flammability buffer zone or fire break around the 
perimeter of the active working area to isolate the landfill from the surrounding grasslands. 

57. The Vector and Bird Control Plan for the Class II Landfill Expansion shall be approved by the LEA (the 
Alameda County Department of Environmental Health). Measures shall be implemented to discourage 
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sea gulls and other pests, including restricting the size of the working face to limit scavenging by 
effective compaction and covering of the refuse, and preventing the accumulation of ponded water. If, 
in the judgment of the landfill management, excessive numbers of birds land at the working face, noise-
maldng shells can be fired from hand-held guns to disperse the birds. The landfill operator shall insure 
periodic monitoring of the landfill for the presence of vectors as determined by the LEA. The LEA 
should periodically monitor the landfill for the presence of vectors. LEA inspections shall be 
documented in the operating record. 

58. The operator shall adapt and apply provisions of the Hazardous Waste Exclusion Plan (F1WEP) for the 
ALRRF to the wastes received at the Class TI Landfill Expansion. The program shall include, at a 
minimum, training of personnel to recognize regulated hazardous wastes, random inspection of incoming 
waste loads, inspection of all suspicious loads, procedures for handling unauthorized hazardous wastes, 
procedures to notify the proper authorities if hazardous wastes are discovered, and provisions for 
documentation of inspections and record keeping. The HWEP for the Class 11 Landfill Expansion shall 
be submitted to the LEA for approval. 

59. The operator shalt have a load-check program, approved by the LEA as part of the Report of Disposal 
Site of Information. Consistent with current operating practices, the ALRRF shall not accept for 
disposal waste materials that do not comply with the hazardous waste identification and acceptance 
control methods practiced by Sanitary Fill Company for San Francisco and/or the methods practiced by 
WMAC at the Davis Street Transfer Station, or other program that is equivalent or more effective in 
screening out hazardous waste, as determined by the Alameda County LEA. 

TRAFFIC/CIRCULATION • 

60. In cooperation with and under the supervision of the Alameda County Public Works Agency and the City 
of Livermore, the operator shall pay a proportional share of the cost of the following to help mitigate 
cumulative roadway capacity and level-of-service impacts in the project study area: • 

a) Monitoring traffic levels of service at the following intersections at a frequency determined by 
the County in consultation with the operator 

1) During the AM peak hour at the intersections of Altamont Pass Road - North Front 
Road/North Greenville Road and 1-580 Westbound Ramps/Grant Line Road; 

ii) During the AM and PM peak hours at the intersection of Grant Line Road and 
Altamont Pass Road; and 

iii) During the PM peak hour at the intersections of 1-580 Eastbound Ramps and Grant 
Line Road, South Front Road/I-580 Eastbound Ramps North Front Road/1-580 
Westbound ramps, and Altamont Pass Road - North Front Road/North Greenville 
Road. 

b) Necessary improvements to roadway and intersection capacity sufficient to mitigate project 
contributions to cumulative roadway capacity and level-of-service impacts in the project study 
area. 
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The operator's payment toward the cost of the traffic impact monitoring and improvements enumerated 
above shall be based upon the project's proportional share of the total increase in traffic above existing 
levels at the enumerated intersections and on Altamont Pass Road. The operator's proportional share 
shall be increased for the impacts of larger vehicles, and shall be decreased for traffic for which the 
Alameda County Waste Management Authority or other Alameda County agencies or jurisdictions have 
collected a fee to be used at least in part for traffic mitigation. 

61. In cooperation with and under the supervision of the Alameda County Public Works Agency and the City 
of Livermore, the operator shall pay a proportional share of the cost of the following to help mitigate 
additional project-related and cumulative structural section and roadway maintenance impacts in the 
project study area: 

a) Necessary safety, maintenance argil structural improvements to roadway and intersection 
sections to the extent needed to mitigate project contributions to roadway deterioration and 
maintenance requirements in the project study area; 

b) Implementation of long-range Alameda County plans to resurface and reconstruct affected 
portions of Altamont Pass Road to the extent needed to mitigate project impacts; and 

c) Regular maintenance of the affected portion of Altamont Pass Road, including application of 
sweeping, chip seal; repair of roadway shoulders, and maintenance of proper roadway drainage. 

The operator's payment toward the cost of the safety, maintenance and structural improvements 
enumerated above shall be based upon the landfill's proportional share of the overall impact to the 
roadway and structural degradation on the affected roadways. The operator's proportional share shall 
be increased to account for the impacts of larger vehicles and shall be decreased for traffic for which the 
Alameda County Waste Management Authority or other Alameda County agencies or jurisdictions have 
collected a fee to be used in part for roadway safety, maintenance and structural improvements. 

62. The operator shall pay its proportional share of the costs of roadway maintenance and structural section 
improvement.  projects as identified in the "Alameda County-Alameda County Waste Management 
Authority-Oakland Scavenger/Waste Management of Alameda County, Ine. Agreement for Roadway 
Improvements on Altamont Pass Road from ISR 580 to Altamont Landfill and Its Vicinity." Alameda 
County recognizes that the obligations of the operator and the definition  of "proportional share" for the 
purposes of mitigating impacts that have occurred and will continue to occur are defined in the 
Agreement for Roadway Improvements. The project could result in additional traffic-related impacts 
not contemplated in the Agreement for Roadway Improvements (January, 1993). The parties -to 'he 
Agreement for Roadway Improvements are expected to confer to determine whether a new or amended 
Agreement should be adopted which could include changes in the definition(s) of "proportional share" 
or the obligations of the operator and/or other parties to the Agreement with respect to mitigating 
impacts that will occur following commencement of the project authorized by this Conditional Use 
Permit. It is anticipated that the roadway improvements enumerated in Conditions Nos. 60 and 61 either 
are included in the Agreement for Roadway Improvements or will be included in a new or amended 
Agreement. 
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63. The operator shall participate in and pay a proportional share of the cost for a study to be prepared by 
the Alameda County Public. Works Agency. This planning study would determine needed short-term and 
long-term safety, maintenance and other roadway improvements (both local and regional) in affected 
areas; estimated costs (with rationale); cost-sharing instruments; and payment schedules among 
contributors of impacts in affected areas. 

Within 180 days of the effective date of this permit, the operator shall enter into a memorandum of 
understanding (MOU) with the Alameda County Planning Department, Public Works Agency, and 
ACWMA to identify specific projects for which the operator has obligations pursuant to Conditions Nos. 
60, 61 and 62, and to establish a funding mechanism for the payment of the parties' proportional shares 
of those expenses enumerated in Conditions Nos. 60, 61 and 62. Pursuant to the MOU, the parties shall 
ensure that funds will be available for the County to draw upon, on an ongoing basis, as needed to meet 
their obligations to pay their proportional share. if the parties to the MOU are unable to reach agreement 
on the terms of the MOU within 180 days, any party may take the MOU to the County Board of 
Supervisors for resolution. The Zoning Administrator may extend the 180 day time limitation for good 
cause. 

64. The operator shall pay the Tri-Valley Transportation Council Regional Traffic Impact Fee if and when 
adopted and imposed for new development projects within the region, and/or a similar regional traffic 
fee imposed by Alameda County. The fee shall be imposedln proportion to other projects under review 
and approval. If more than one regional transportation fee is adopted, the operator shall not be required 
to pay more than once for a single project. 

65. The operator shall pay the Alameda County Cumulative Traffic Impact Mitigation Fees per Ordinance 
0-88-77 within 180 days of final adoption of this conditional use permit. For the purposes of computing 
this fee, every large truck would count as the equivalent of three (3) vehicles. 

66. During the a.m. peak commute period (6:45 ant to 8:45 a.m.) there will be no more than sixty (60) total 
refuse truck trips per hour arriving at the landfill and during the p.m. peak commute hour (4:30 p.m. to 
5:30 p.m.), there will be no more than ten (10) total refuse truck trips arriving at the landfill. 

67. The average weight of wastes delivered by truck for disposal will not be less than twenty (20) tons per 
trucic, exclusive of refuse trucks originating from the San Ramon Unit. Beginning in 2002, as trucks in 
the Davis Street Transfer Station fleet are replaced, clean air vehicles will be used for hauling wastes to 
the Al..R.R.F from the Davis Street Transfer Station. 

68. The operator shall take all necessary precautions to ensure that mud and other foreign material are not 
tracked onto public roadways by vehicles using the facility. If the applicant becomes aware that such 
material has been tracked onto public roadways, the Public Works Agency shall be expeditiously notified 
and the applicant shall be responsible for the cost of any required clean-up. 

AIR QUALITY 

69. The operator shall control fugitive dust in accordance with Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
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(BAAQMD) regulations as they may apply to landfill operations. Treated wastewater (leachate and 
condensate) shall be used for control of dust resulting from the proposed project to the extent possible. 
Earth-moving activities shall be accompanied by regular spraying with clean or reclaimed wastewater 
to control dust The project sponsor shall pave refuse access haul roads outside of active operation areas. 
Engineering controls shall be implemented by the operator, if needed, to control dust emissions. Such 
controls might include wind screens near the unloading areas or the use of dust suppressants. 

70. The operator shall develop and implement a construction and operations dust mitigation plan/program, 
in conjunction with the BAAQMD, that would achieve at a minimum a dust control efficiency of about 
75 percent Components of this plan shall include: 

a) Minimize cell preparation activity to the extent feasible, i.e., restrict cell construction activity 
to four (4) acres at any given time; 

b) Water the construction site on a regular basis, depending on wind conditions, dryness of soil, 
• and intensity of activity; 

c) Restrict vehicles and equipment to compacted and watered surfaces to the extent possible; 
d) Use a chemical palliative (such as Dust Ban) or dust suppressant, if neelKsary, to reduce fugitive 

dust emissions from vehicle travel surfaces. Some chemical stabilizers can contain a 
considerable fraction of hydrocarbons, and shall be.Telected judiciously. The choice of chemical 
palliative may be recommended by the BAAQMD, and should be addressed through issuance 
of e Authority to Construct/Permit to Operate; 

e) Increase the frequency of watering on dry windy days; and 
f) Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph. 

71. The operator shall keep all operating equipment well-tuned and regularly serviced to minimize exhaust 
emissions, and shall  establish a regular and frequent check-up and service/maintenance program for all 
operating equipment at the landfill. The project operator shall maintain construction equipment and 

• associated pollution control equipment in an operational and fully tuned manner. 

72. The operator shall comply with Regulation 8, Rule 34 of the BAAQMD, regarding control of NOx 
emissions from gas-powered turbines. The operator shall revise the Landfill Gas Management Plan for 
Pill Area 1 to make it apply to the ALRRF Class If Expansion area. The Plan shall include a system with 
which to detect and control potentially volatile gases generated by the proposed project The Plan shall  
Serve to prevent landfill gas hazards through gas collection and conversion to energy; detection of gas 
migration and emissions; and documentation of the effectiveness of the system. 

73. The operator shall use all reasonably collectable and deliverable landfill gas for the production of 
electricity in an electrical generating facility which has a designed capacity to handle the total estimated 
gas production of the disposal site and utilizes high efficiency conversion equipment such as gas 
turbines. 

74. The operator shall ensure optimal operations of the gas collection system with regular maintenance and 
service, and with periodic monitoring as determined by the BAAQMD. The Landfill Gas Collection 
System for the landfill expansion shall be constructed and operated pursuant to BAAQMD permits. The 
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project operator shall implement Best Available Control Technologies for Toxics (T-BACT) on 
applicable emission sources as required by the BAAQMD. 

75.  Hazards associated with gas accumulation in on-site buildings shall be prevented by regular monitoring 
of building air; proper ventilation, both within the buildings and under the slabs; subgrade membranes; 
gas collection devices; and, spark-proof electrical systems, as determined by the BAAQMD and LEA. 
The landfill operator shall not construct or otherwise locate any structure for occupancy in an area of 
known landfill gas buildup. The operator shall verify the absence of landfill gas buildup prior to any 
construction activity in all areas known to have the potential for gas accumulation (and areas within 
1,000 feet of the landfill footprint) and incorporate gas monitoring and control measures in the design 
of any structures that would be constructed in such areas. 

76.  All site personnel working in structures shall be trained in the purpose of the landfill gas monitoring 
system and the proper response to an alarnt 

77.  Consistent with Section 17783(d) of thc CCR Title 14, landfill gas monitoring and control systems at 
the ALRRF shall be modified during the postclosure maintenance period to reflect changing land uses 
adjacent to the site. 

78.  The operator shall control odors per CCR Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 7.6, 17701 and 
17713(refer to Table 11111 in Section 111.1., Public Health and Safety, for details). The operator shall 
continue to conduct a monitoring program as required by BAAQMD Permit to ensure that there are no 
major odor leaks to the atmosphere. 

79.  The operator shall bury excessively odorous wastes immediately with other landfill wastes, depending 
on their nature and source. The operator shall ensure that loading, unloading, and material handling 
activities arc carried out efficiently and without delays to avoid excessive odors. 

NOISE 

80.  All internal combustion engines on equipment used at the project site and for roadway construction shall 
be equipped with mufflers eqUal to or better than that supplied by the vehicle manufacturer. All 
equipment shall be maintained in good mechanical condition so as to minimize noise from faulty engines, 
drive trains, and other components. No muffler or exhaust system shall be equipped with cutout, bypass, 
or similar devices intended to thwart quieting. 

81.  The operator shall provide the option of retrofitting existing noise-sensitive land uses along Altamont 
Pass Road to reduce exterior noise levels to 45 dBA, Ldn. "Exterior noise levels" means exterior noise 
as heard inside residences. This option shall apply at a minimum to thc two residences southwest of the 
landfill. The option might also apply to the residence on Altamont Pass Road east of the landfill, or 
other noise-sensitive uses along the road, if any (the potential impact would need to be calculated at those 
locations). Exterior noise levels could be reduced by double-panning windows and adding sound 
insulation on walls facing the roads. The homes shall be retrofitted prior to the commencement of filling 
operations in the Class II Landfill Expansion Area. 
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82. When conducting design review for future noise-sensitive land uses along Altamont Pass Road (as is 
required for proposed development in Agricultural zoning districts), Alameda County Planning 
Department staff shall consider the potential noise exposure from landfill activities, and require site 
and/or building design features to keep noise at acceptable levels. 

CONDITIONS GENERALLY APPLICABLE TO THE OPERATION OF THE ALRRF: 

83. Before June 30, 1997, the operator shall submit for Zoning Administrator review a detailed draft 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for monitoring and enforcement of the impact 
mitigation measures and conditions of approval for the project as directed in the Mitigation Monitoring 
Program adopted for this Conditional Use Permit (Exhibit B). Prior to implementation of any mitigation 
measures, a final program shall be submitted for review and adoption by the Zoning Administrator on 
or before September 30, 1997. 

An annual progress report shall be submitted to the Planning Director and LEA for concurrent review 
at the beginning of each calendar year. The operator shall respond to and report on the status of each 
condition of this permit. 

The MMRP shall require that the operator pay to Alameda County full costs incurred for review, 
approval, administration, monitoring and inspection of all programs. This amount does not include 
routine costs of the Local Enforcement Agency program or programs mandated by other responsible 
agencies. A minimum amount of $10,000 shall be deposited and maintained at that level, in trust, to the 
Treasurer, Alameda County, for MMRP review and related monitoring costs. 

The Zoning Administrator may use employees of the Planning Department, other agencies or private 
consultants, as needed, to conduct such reviews, inspections and administration to ensure satisfactory 
implementation and enforcement of these measures and may include hiring additional personnel on a 
part-time or full-time basis. When required by the Zoning Administrator, the operator shall post an 
additional cash deposit, as determined to be necessary, to cover estimated costs to satisfy this 
requirement. 

• 

84. A Notice of Acceptance of the ALRRF Closure Plan and Postclosure Maintenance Plan apprcrved by the 
California Integrated Waste Management Board and LEA shall be submitted to . the Zoning 
Administrator for review prior to initiation of facility closure. 

85. A copy of the evidence of financial ability, approved by thc California Integrated Waste Management 
Board and LEA, to provide for the cost of closure and postclosure maintenance, in an amount equal to 
the estimated cost of closure and 30 years of postclosure maintenance, contained in the closure plan and 
the postclosure maintenance plan, shall be submitted to the Zoning Administrator. 

86. The operator shall hold harmless and indemnify the County of Alameda against liability for personal 
injury or property damage caused by or resulting from acts or omissions by the operator, its agents, 
officers or employees in conducting this landfill operation, The operator shall agree to defend, at their 
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sole expense, any action brought against the County, its agents, officers or employees, because of the 
issuance or operation of this permit. The operator shall reimburse the County, its agents, officers or 
employees for any court costs and attorney's fees which the County, its agents, officers or employees, 
may be required by a court to pay as a result of such action. The County may, at its sole discretion and 
expense, participate in the defense of any such action, but such participation shall not relieve the operator 
of the obligations under this condition. 

The County will cooperate, to the maximum extent practicable, with the operator in the defense of any 
such action and may, at its sole discretion and expense, participate in the defense, but such participation 
will not relieve the operator of their obligations undcr this condition. The operator may request 
revocation of this permit to minimize the obligations under this condition and the County shall respond 
as expeditiously as possible and, to the maximum extent practicable. 

87.  If problems develop regarding landfill operation or restoration, as the LEA may determine based on 
results of inspections or complaints, the operator shall take corrective action with all due haste, in good 
faith, consistent with solutions approved by the LEA, who shall consult with affected persons and 
agencies, including the LEA, in determining appropriate solutions. 

88.  If any problems develop regarding slope stability, erosion control, surface water or related matters, as 
maybe determined by the Director of Public Works, the operator shall engage an engineering geologist 
to prepare an investigation detailing the problem and possible solutions in a timely manner. The operator 
shall implement solutions as approved by the Director of Public Works. 

89, There shall be no assignment, trade, salt, or any other creation of an interest by San Francisco solid 
waste exporters in their capacity at the Altamont Landfill to any other public agency or private party. 

90. The permittee shall pay the following fees on all solid waste deposited at the ALRRF to the Planning 
Department to help cover the Department's costs in administering its waste management program:. 

• 
a) $0.075 per ton to pay that proportion of the Planning Department's Waste Management 

Program attributable to the project Collection of this existing fee shall continue except as 
provided below. In apprdximatcly one year from the effective date of this permit, the Zoning 
Administrator will decide whether this fee should continue to be collected considering whether 
the same fcc has been retroactively applied to the Vasco Road Sanitary Landfill through its 
Conditional Use Permit. No public hearing will be required for this decision; and 

b) $0.01 per ton to pay that proportion of thc Planning Department's Transportation Planning & 
Management Program attributable to the project Payment shall begin concurrently with Zoning 
Administrator action on the Conditional Use Permit far the Vasco Road Sanitary Landfill. 

These fees shall be paid into a designated account on either a monthly or quarterly basis. The tonnage 
on which these fees are based shall be thc total tonnage of solid waste deposited at the ALRRF during 
the previous quarter. The amount of the surcharge shall be adjusted annually to account for inflation, 
in a proportion equal to the Manufacturing Index value in the Engineering_News Record 
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Board of Supervisors Resolution No. R-97-284 
Conditional Use Permit C-5512 
December 5, 1996 
Page 42 

91.  The permittet shall pay S025 per ton for all solid waste deposited at the ALRRF to the Alameda County 
Open Space Land Trust, designated for use in the Altamont Hills/Northeast County Area, to mitigate 
the effect of the project on open space resources. This fee shall be collected on every ton of waste 
deposited, beginning immediately, and continuing to grow throughout the life of the landfill facility. This 
fee shall be adjusted annually for inflation (Consumer Price Index or equivalent) and shall be deposited 
in the Alameda County Land Trust required under the East County Area Plan. 

92.  Expiration of this Conditional Use Permit shall coincide with facility closure and thirty-year postclosure 
maintenance and monitoring requirements as established under CCR Title 23 (Subtitle D) or other 
successor regulations. 

93.  Within five years of date of approval of this permit and at five year intervals thereafter, and after at least 
30 days written notice to the operator, this permit shall be set for public hearing in accord with Section 
8-101.0 of the Alameda County Zoning Ordinance. At the conclusion of any such hearing, terms and 
conditions of this permit may be modified in accordance with Section 8-94.2 of the Alameda County 
Zoning Ordinance. Prior to concluding each five-year review, the Zoning Administrator will find that 
the ACWMA has determined that the ALRRF continues to conform to the terms of the CnSWMP or 
CoIWMP, whichever plan is in effect at the time. 

At the five-year review closest and prior to the receipt cif 40 million tons of waste in the Class II 
evansion area under this permit, among any other permit-related issues, the Zoning Administrator shall 
make affirmative findings with regard to the following specific issues prior to the pentium being 
allowed to proceed into the remaining 40 million tons: 

A. The operator has requested continued operation of the ALRRF; 

B. The ALRRF is in compliance with all of the conditions of this permit; there shall be 
consideration of permit revocation in accordance with Section 8-90,3 of the Alameda County 
Zoning Ordinance if permit condition compliance is not found; 

C. There is a demonstrated need for continued operation of the ALRRF based upon consideration 
of i) the availability of other technologies or programs for source reduction, reuse or recycling, 
ii) the effect of the reqUested expansion on the availability of other technologies or programs 
for source reduction, reuse or recycling; iii) existing or projected contracts or franchise 
agreements for disposal or solid waste at the ALRRF; and, iv) the exicrpnr-p of a market for 

. solid waste disposal in the area; 

D. The jurisdictions from which solid waste would be received for disposal at the ALRRF arc 
meeting diversion requirements of any federal, state, or local laws applicable to those 
jurisdictions; and 

E. All landfill disposal Nvi1I be conducted such that no more than 400 acres of the 760 acres of the 
expansion area shall be under construction or in use for landfill disposal at any time. 
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Board of Supervisors Resolution No. R-97-284 
Conditional Use Permit C-5512 
December 5, 1996 
Page 43 

94. Pursuant to Section 8-60.7 of the Alameda County Zoning Ordinance said Conditional Use Permit shall 
be implemented according to the schedule described in the project's description. If the project is not 
substantially implemented within a term of three (3) years following the aforementioned schedule, it shall 
be of no force or effect.  

Said Conditional Use Permit shall remain revocable for cause in accordance with Section 8-90.3 of the 
Alameda County Zoning Ordinance. 
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THE FOREGOING was PASSED and ADOPTED by the following vote of the Alameda 
County Board of Supervisors this 5th day of December 1996, to wit: 

AYES: . Supervisors Campbell, Chan, and King 

NOES: President Steele and Supervisor Carson 

EXCUSED: None 

1ez...-4-ci., 
PRESIDENT, BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

ATTEST: 
Susan S. Muranishi, Interim Clerk 
Board of Supervisors 

By: ,;‘0,4,"  
Deputy 

File: 10517 
Agenda No:' 6 
Document No: Resod-97-284 

• 

c',....0,4,- 
I certify that the foregoing is a correct 
copy of a Resolution adopted by the 
Board of Supervisors, Alameda County, 
State of California. 
Al IEST: 
SUSAN S. MURANISHI, Interim, Clerk 
of the Board of Supervisors 

By: , -rf 
Deputy 
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ATTACHMENT D _ ' 

. ' 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT, C-5512 • • 
ALTAMONT LANDFILL AND RESOURCE RECOVERY FACILITY 

 

CLASS II EXPANSION PROJECT  
• 

WHEREAS WASTE MANAGEMENT OF ALAMEDA COUNTY; INC. (WMAC, formerly • 
known as Oalcland Scavenger Company) has filed for CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT, C-5512, to :,.. 
allow Class II expansion of the Altamont Landfill and Aesource Recovery Facility (ALRRF) 
including: 1) development of a 760 acre Class II landfill adjacent to the existing landfill site (Fill Area  

I) that could accept up to 164 million tons of waste, the equivalent to 240 million cubic yards of net 
. 

.- 
refuse in-place, with an estimated site life of46 years after Fill Area 1 capacity is depleted; 2) to allow  
acceptance of solid waste and Class 11 designated wastes at the landfill; 3) expansion of the . 

ALRRF service area to provide for additional, out-of-county waste import; and, 4) average permitted ' 
daily tonnage received at the ALRRF of 11,150 tons; located in an "A" (Agricultural) District, at - • . 
10840 Altamont Pass Road, north side, approximately 1.25 miles east of the intersection with Dyer 
Road, Onincorporata—Altamont Hilts Area, designated-AWastresPareet-Nom ei . 9 _ , 
99B-6225-1, 99B-6250-1, 99B-6275-1-1, and 99B-6275-1-4; and 

WHEREAS a Draft Environmental impact Report (DEIR) fin the project was prepared and 
ulated for public review and comment on September 29, 1995 in accordance with the provisions 

of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); an. Appendix (Volume 11, Appendices) was 
incorporated as part of the Draft EIR; a Response to Comments Addendum comprising responses 
to comments received on the DEIR was prepared and sent on March 29, 1996, to all parties Who 
commented on the DEIR; and the responses to comments submitted by responsible agencies was 
made available by mail on March 29, 1996; and 

WA ER_EA S said DEIR, Appendices and Addendum, which comprised a Final Environmental 
Impact Report for the project, identified potential environmental impacts and mitigation measures to 
reduce those impacts to a less than significant level, which were incorporated into the project, except 
for those impact's which were unavoidable and for which overriding considerations were identified; 
and	 • 

• 
WHEREAS a Pre-Hearing Analysis was submitted to the Zoning Administrator 

recommending the application be conditionally approved; and 

WHEREAS the project applicant, community representatives, and other individuals appeared 
at public hearings to offer testimony In support of the application, and 

• 
' WHEREAS other community group representatives and individuals appeared at public 

P 
k  hearings to offer testimony in opposition to the application; and 

WHEREAS the Zoning Administrator certified the Final Environmental Impact Report 
prepared for the project and conditionally approved the project on the 10th day of May, 1996; and 

• 
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• • 

WHEREAS S that action was appealed to the Board of Supervisors by Donna Cabanne, Sierra • 
lub, Northern California Recycling Association and Waste Management of Alameda County, Inc. 
rithin ten days of the Zoning Administrator's action; and 

WHEREAS Waste Management of Alameda County, Inc. withdrew its•appeal prior to the 
board of Supervisors' appeal hearing; and 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors did hold public hearings on said application at the hour 
A-9:00 a.m. on the 6th day of June, 1996, the 11th day of July, 1996,•at the hour of 6:34 p.m. on the • 
1.4th day of August (at the Triad Systems Corporation Cafeteria, 3055 Triad Drive, Livermore, CA 
)4550), at the hour of 9:00 a.m. on the 12th day of September, 3rd 'day of October, and 7th day of 
9ovember, at the hour of 10:00 a.m. 'on the 5th day of December, 1996 and on the'9th day of March, 
2000, in the Alameda County Administration Building, Board of Supervisors Chambers, 1221 Oak - 
Street, Fifth Floor, in Oakland., California; and 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors did hear and consider all said reports, 
recommendations and public testimony as hereinabbve set forth; and . . 

&04/013 

WHEREAS the board of Supervisors conditionally approved the project with modirceitions . . 
on December 5, 1996, according to Resolution R-97-284; and 

) WHEREAS the action of the Board of Supervisors was challeneed in three lawsuits broueht 
by the Sierra Club, Northern California Recycling Association, the Measure D.Committee, Altainont 
Landowners Against Rural Mismanagement (ALARM), Castle & Cooke, the City of Livermore, and 
the City of Pleasanton (Petitioners) against the County of Alameda,. as respondent, and. Waste 
Management of Alaineda County, Inc. (WMAC), as real party in interest, in Superior Court, which 
suits were consolidated and heard on June 2, 1995, by Judge Alex Saldamando; sitting as a judge of 
the Alameda County Superior Court by designation of the Judicial Council; and 

WHEREAS on September 1, 1998•the Court ordered that the County vacate, set aside, or . 
revoke its approval and cure certain aspects of the certified EIR prior to allowing anyimplementation 
of the CUP; and 

WHEREAS WMAC did timely file a notice of appeal with the Court; and 
• 

WHEREAS the County, on October 1, '1998, filed a Return to Alternative Writ of Mandate 
indicating that the Board of Supervisors had suspended and set aside its action certifyingthe EIR for 
CUP 5512; and . 

WHEREAS the CoUnty.and WMAC did enter into extensive settlement negotiations with 
the Petitioners, and have entered into a •settlement with a majority of the parties effective on 
December 5, 1999; and 

• 
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WHEREAS the settlement provides that, if the County approves a CUP in substantial 
onformance with the terms of the settlement following completion of environmental review as 

ssary to comply with CEQA and to address the trial court's decision in the consolidated lawsuits, 

hat a settlement of judgement will be entered with the Court and the suits will be dismissed; and. • 

. . 
WHEREAS the County issued a Revised Final EIR on January 28, 2000 and gave public 

lotice of this faCt as required by law; and 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors did hold a public hearing on said matter at the hour 
of 10:130 a.m on the ninth day of March, 2000, in the Board Chambers, 1221 Oak Street, Fifth Floor, 
in Oakland; California. and gave notice of this fact as required by law; and 

WHEREAS CEQA and State and County Guidelines adopted pursuant thereto require the 

Board of Supervisors to make findings where theEnvironmentatimpact Report identifies one or more 

significant effects which would or would likely result from approval of this project', and 

. . 
*HEREAS the Board of Supervisors has determined based on: 

the Conditional Use Permit Application (proposed project design and operations 
description), as pfesented by the applicant and dated June 1992 and amended in the 
Final E1R;  

' . 

B. the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the project, consisting of (a) the 

Draft Environmental Impact Report,SSCHil 9203047), dated September 29, 1995; 

Volume 11, Appendices to the Draft EIR, dated SepteMber 29, 1995 (c) Response (b) 
to Comments Addendum to Draft Environmental Impact Report, dated March 29, 
1996; and (d) Revised Final EIR, dated January 2000; . 

C. the draft Conditions of Approval for this Conditional Use Permit, C-5512, dated.  

March 6, 2000; and 

D. the County;s files and administrative record relating to this project application; 

that most of the potential significant impacts of the project will be mitigated to a less than-

significant level; that certain of the potential significant impacts and cumulative impacts to which the 

project will contribute, although unavoidable, are justified due to overriding considerations described 

elsewhere; and the statements of environmental effects, findings, and facts relied upon by the Board 

of Supervisors are as discussed in the Final EIR for the project; and . 

WHEREAS the FEIR determined that various potential impacts were less than significant 

in the first instance, such that mitigation measures are not required pursuant to CEQA; and 
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WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors has determined that there are several impacts identified 
n the FEIR that were determined to be less than significant and not subject to. mitigation 
equirements; nevertheless, various actions which were suggested in the Environmental Impact 
.eport are incorporated as conditions of approval to further reduce or eliminate some of these 
mpacts; and 

WIIE.REAS most of the potential significant impacts and significant cumulative impacts of 
the project can be mitigated to less-than-significant levels, and the findings adopted by the Board of • 
Supervisors regarding those impacts and mitigation measures remain as they were adopted. on 
December 5, 1996, except as follows: 

. . 
A.  Mitigation Measure F-I regarding impacts , to wetlands. is amended to include 

provisions of the Settlement Agreement, noted on pages 4-9 and 4-10 °Eche Revised 
Final ETR to ensure that impacts will be reduced to a less than significant level with • 
the Modified Project Alternative; and 

B.  Mitigation Measure F72 regarding impacts to alkali sink areas is amended to include 
provisions of the Settlement Agreement, noted on page 4-10. of the Revised Final 
E-11—to ensUre-that-impac iused4d-a-less-than-signifiCant kyr' with  the. 
Modified Project Alternative; and . 

C.  Mitigation Measure F-4 regarding impacts to the San Joaquin kit fox is amended to 
include provisions.of the Settlement Agreement, noted on pages 4-11, 4-12 and 4-13 
of•the Revised Final •EIR, to ensure that impacts will be reduced to a less than 
significant level with the Modified Project Alternative; and 

Mitigation Measures F-5, F-6, F-7, F-8, F-9, F-10, F-11, F-12, F-13 regarding other... 
species and habitats are amended to incorporate the provisions of Mitigation Measure 

• F-4, pursuant to the Settlement Agreement, to ensure that impacts will be reduced to 
a less than significant level with the Modified Project Alternative; and • 

E.  - Mitigation Measure F-I4 regarding cumulative biologic resource impacts is emended • 
to include reference to Measures F-I through 4 described in the Revised Final EIR, 
to ensure that impacts will be reduced to a less than significant level with the Modified 
Project Alternative., and . . 

. • 
F.  Mitigation Measure I-2i is added to address contaminated soils, as stipulated in the 

Settlement Agreement and described on page 4-21 of the Revised Final EIR;  to 
ensure that impacts will be reduced to a less than significant level with the Modified. 
Project Alternative; and 

G.  Mitigation Measure I-2j is added to address acceptance of hazardous materials, as 
stipulated in the Settlement Agreement and described on page 4-21 'of the Revised 
Final EIR, to ensure that impacts will be reduced to a less than significant level with 
the Modified Project Alternative; and 
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. 
. . . 

H. Mitigation Measure )-3 regarding traffic impacts is amended, as noted on page 4-31 
of the Revised. Final E1R, to clarify the, impacts of the Mitigated Project Alternative 
and. to ensure that impacts would remain less than Significant 'with the Modified 

.. .. 

• - 

• 

Project Alternative; and . • 
. . 

WHEREAS thefindings regarding alternatives remain as they were adopted by the Board 
)f Supervisors on December 5, 1996, except as follows: 

A. The Rertnced Project Alternative is no longer adopted, although it is feasible and 
consistent with the objectives as set forth in the E1R,.and meets the State and County 
landfill capacity goals; and" 

• 

The Mitigated Project Alternative is -adopted as the feasible and environmentally 
superior alternative because the process of negotiation that has led to the Settlement 

• Agreement has demonstrated that the Mitigated Project Alternative described and 
analyzed in the Revised Final EIR is environmentally superior to the Reduced Project 
Alternative and achieves the project objectives, as indicated by the aPplicant's • 

implement it;  willingness to and 
. . 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors has identified a • Statement of Overriding .. . 
'Considerations regarding the significant unavoidable environmental impacts of this project, and the 

cipated environmental, economic, social, and -otherbenefits of the project which justify approval - • 
or this project notwithstanding such environmental impacts, remain' as they were adopted. on ', ..• . 
December 5, 1996, except as follows: . . • 

, 
A. Unmet fiscal needs in the County vary from year to year and may continue to go 

unmet or may be' accommodated by other means and therefore the project's ability to :' 
- 

• 
• - • 

. • 
• 

. 

•  

assist in making up for a lack of sufficient County tax revenue is not an overriding.  • • ' 
consideration because the project will not substantially increase in activity levels over •,  
existing conditions; and . 

• 
WHEREAS CEQA requires lead agencies to recirculate EIRs for a second round of 'public 

review and comment when significant new information is added to the Final EIR after the Draft Elk 
is circulated for review and comment. The CEQA Guidelines specify that recirculation is required 
when:. 1) a new significant impact would result from the project or a mitigation measure; 2):a 
substantially more severe impact would result and that. impact is not mitigated to insignificance; 3) 
a new, considerably different alternative or mitigation measure would clearly lessen project impactS 
but the project's proponents decline to adopt it; or 4) the Draft EIR was fundamentally and basically 
inadequate and conclusory so that meaningful public review and comment was precluded; and 

• 
. 
' 

• 

- 
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. • 

A. The Board of Supervisors finds that the FE1R does not include significant new 
information requiring recirculation. There is no new, information added to theRevised 
Final EIR that shows that a new significant environmental impact would result from 
the project or from anew mitigation measure. There is no new information added to 
the Revised Final EIR that shows a substantial, unmitigated increase in the severity 
of an environmental impact. There is no new information to the Revised Final EIR 
that shows that a feasible project alternative or mitigation measure would clearly 
lessen the project's environmental impacts but the- project's proponents decline to 
adopt it. There is no new information added to the Revised Final EIR that shows that 
the Draft EIR was so fimdamentally and basically inadequate that meaningful public 

and comment were precluded. .. _review 
• 

B. This determination is based on the FEIR and the entire record before the Board of 
Supervisors, including the following facts:  

• 
1. The Revised Final EIR proposes a new impact-reducing Mitigated. Project 

Alternative. The Mitigated Project Alternative has been agreed - to and 
a opte y . e app scan , an is ei , Boardo 
Supervisors pursuant to this resolution. The CEQA Guidelines expressly 
provide that recirculation is not requited under these circumstances; and 

2. The information included in the Revised Final EIR consists of evaluations 
regarding the same physical, environmental impacts evaluated in the Draft 
ER, and no new impacts are identified in the. Revised Final EIR; 

3. The Mitigated Project Alternative results in the same types of impacts 
analyzed in the Draft EIR (traffic, visual quality, biological, etc.).. However, 
the Mitigated, Project Alternative further reduces significant impacts of the 
project ai proposed and as originally approved. 

. . 
WTIEREAS for this permit many of the mitigation measures cited in the Final EIR and 

Revised Final ER have been condensed, simplified, and/or combined with measures adopted 
.previously for prior ALRRFConditienal Use Permits solely for the purposes of clarity and reducing . 
redundancy; and • • , 
. . 
. WHEREAS a Mitigation MonitOring Program will be prepared in accordance with California 
Public Resources Code, California Environmental Quality. Act, Section 21081.6, prior to project . 
implementation, to incorporate all measures recommended by the FE1R, the Settlement Agreement, 
and other monitoring requirements of the landfill; and . 
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..: . . 
. 

• . .. . •.. 

. . 
WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors finds that this approval, by reducing landfill expansion .. 

apacity below the. Reduced Project Alternative and Design Alternative identified in the March 29, 
. 

996 Final OR, achieves most of the objectives of the project and further reduces environmental . . 

npaCts of the expansion project and is deemed superiOr and feasible because the applicant has agreed . • . • 
3 implement it as part'of the Settlement Agreement; and . . 

. . . .... • 
. 

WHEREAS the Board of Supervisors finds that this approval achieves a reasonable balance 
ietween achieving project goals and reducing environmental impacts; • 

• NOW, THEREFORE ' 
. . 

BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors does hereby certify: 

A. that the.FEIR for Waste Management of Alameda County, Inc., ALRRF Class II 
Expansion Project, has been completed in accordance with CEQA;'and ' • 

. . •• ' 
B.  

C.  

BE IT 

'A. 

- B. 

C. 

Supervisors_and the t ha the-Board of that 
Board reviewed and considered the information contained in the FEIR prior to taking 
action on the project; and . 

that the Board of Supervisors finds that the FEIR was independently reviewed and ' 
analyzed by the lead- agency, the documents circulated in connection therewith reflect 
the independent judgment of the lead agency, and the FEIR reflects the independent . • 
judgment of the lead agency; and - • .,. . , .. . 
FURTHER RESOLVED the Board of Supervisors finds: 

The Mitigated Project Alternative (MPA) as described in the Revised Final EIR dated -
January, 2000 is the environmentally superior, project because it further reduces.  
environmental impacts of the project, including but not limited to impacts.regarding 
habitat loss, historic resources, visual resources, opeii space, agriculture, recreation, 

• traffic, noise, air quality, and hazardous materials; and 
• . . . 

The MPA is feasible because the applicant has agreed to implement it; and 
. . 

Impacts that could have resulted from the import of waste from outside of the service 
areas established in this Conditional Use Permit (CUP) are no longer at issue because 
waste import has been restricted as part of the CUP; and 

. 
- • 

. . 
.- . 
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. . . 
D. - Impacts that could have resulted from waste haul truck traffic along State Route 84 

between Sunol and Livermore is no longer at issue because waste haul trucks other 

. than local collectiOn trucks are prohibited as part of the CUP; and 

.. Impacts that could have resulted from the expansion over 750 acres and allowing total 
waste disposal of 160 million tons is no longer at issue because the project has been • 
revised to limit the expansion area to 250 acres allowing a maximum of 40 million 
tons of waste to be deposited at the landfill; and [ • 

- • 

F. Impacts that could have resulted from peak-hour truck trips are no longer at issue 
.because the total number of peak-hour truck trips has been limited to ten (10) as part 

' of the revised CUP.; and 

G. • Impacts to the host community have been reduced by providing compcasating 
revenue for the purpose of a performing ans center and other measures to improve 

. . the image of the City of Livermore; and 

010/013 

• 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board of Supervisors adopts as findings.the statements 

egarding. the less than significant impacts of the project, the potentially significant impacts of the  
)rojec-t, the unavoidable impacts of the project, and the alternatives to.the project; . . 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board of Supervisors finds that despite the potential 

for significant impacts that cannot be.avoided or that cannot be mitigated to acceptable, there are' 

overriding considerations in the form of economic and social benefits from this project that outweigh 

the remaining unavoidable impacts; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Supenisors does hereby certify and 

adopt the FEIR for the ALRRF Class II Expansion Project (consisting of the Draft EIR, Appendices, 

Responses to Comments, and Revised Final EIR) and those conditions of approval based on the. 

Mitigation measures recommended in the EIR and required by the Settlement Agreement; and. 

. . 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the documents and other materials that constitute the BE 

. 

record of proceedings on which the Board of -Supervisors' decision is based are located at, and shall 

remain within the custody of, the Alameda County Planning Department, 399 Elmhurst Street, in 

Hayward, California; and  
• . • . 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors finds that. recirculation of.  

the Revised Final EIR is not required for the reasons cited above; and - 

. 
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. . 
BE1T FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors has considered all comments - • 

'egarding the Revised.Final EIRand response thereto as part of the staff report to the Board prior 
:o this action; and • 

. . 
.BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors finds, with respect to the 

CUP application; that: . . . 
. . . 

A. The use is required by the public need since the ALRRF would provide an expanded • 
regional facility for Alameda County and other nearby counties where municipal solid 
waste, commercial, industrial, construction and demolition wastes, designated wastes 
and Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTW) sludge can be disposed, reducing 
vehicle miles traveled and associated traffic and air-quality impacts from the transport 
of designated wastes generated from out-of-county disposal sites. • • 

B. . The use will be properly related to other land uses and transportation and service • 
facilities in . the vicinity as impact on traffic congestion, improvements, and .- 
maintenance of highways and roads in Alameda County are mitigated herein; all other.  • 

-----------crublic—serviees—and—utilities—are—avallablei-ade-quate—rnonitoring_and—reportin. of g 
designated wastes to be deposited at the site will be accomplished. • 

C. The use, if permitted, under all.the circumstances and conditions of this particular 
case, will not materially affect adversely the health or safety of persons,  residing or 
working in the vicinity, or be materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious 
to.propertior improvements in the neighborhood, in that operation of the expanded 
landfill area for receipt of Class 11 and Class Ill wastes at the ALRRF will- not be 
allowed until all required permits are secured frOin applicable state and. regional 
agencies such as the Regional Water Quality Control Board - Central Valley Region, 
the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and the Local Enforcement Agency. 

• , 
As conditioned, operational procedures were amended to accommodate receipt of . 
new waste materials; in addition, new landfill development and design standards were 

. implemented as part of the ALRRF Class 11 Reclassification Project (C-6090). All. 
applicable health and safety code requirements would be met. Under the conditions . 
of approval,- the increased rate of fill and designated waste types deposited at the 
landfill should not result in any adverse health or safety concerns, or be materially 
detrimental because all impacts therefrom would be mitigated to insignificant leVels. , 

D. The use will not be contrary to the specific intent clauses or performance standards 
established for the "A" (Agriculture) Zoning District and the East County Area Plan-

- 
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of the Alameda County General Plan and the County Integrated Waste Management 
Plan, in that the expanded landfill use, as conditioned, would help to provide sufficient - 
capacity to absorb the existing waste stream of Alameda County jurisdictionsfor at 
least fifty (50) years., 

• • • 
, BE Jr FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors does hereby conditionally 

approve•Conditional Use Permit application C-55I2 to allow Class II expansion of the Ahamont 
Landfill and Resource Recovery Facility (ALRRF), including: I) development of a Class 11 landfill . 
adjacent to the existing landfill site (Fill Area 1) that could accept up to 40 million tons of waste in• 

two phases; 2) to allow acceptance of municipal solid' waste and Class 11 designated wastes at the 
landfill; 3) is subject to the 106 conditions of approval, which follow; and 4) mitigation monitoring . 
and'reporting as specified in Condition 84; and  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, as presented in these Conditions of Approval, the 
condensation and 'simplification of mitigation measures identified in the FE1R shall not be construed 
sei as to diminish or eliminate the responsibility of the operator for full mitigation of environmental 
impacts identified in the FEIR; but in the implementation .of these Conditions of Approval, in the 
event that a question arises as to how the operator or County shall proceed in mitigation of impacts, 
the FEIR shall be consulted for guidance by the.County in making a determination. 

) 
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j.:' TIE FbikEtO1Not-,AiiriSSED'linif ADOPTED by the following vote of the 
klairieda County Board of SUPervisors this 9th day of March 2000 , to wit: 
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   • 

• 

• 

Zr.'-: Supervisors Haggerty, King, Steele & President Chan - 4 • 

NOS:. None 
. . 

EXCUSED: Supervisor Carson - 1 

• . 

. 
PRESIDENT, BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

- , 
ATTEST:.  
Crystal IL HiShida, Clerk . 

Bear0-ef-SPPePors 
• 

• 
. 

. 

• . 

.- 

• 

' 

By: 7....,...-z- .Z,-;• 

1110: . 
Deputy 

• 
Fil,.. 14448 • ,••• • 

'Agenda No: 5 

DOcunient No: R-2000-414 

' 
. . N:. 

• ., .___„ ;. • • kVA; • . 
. - e....,00' 

1 certify that theToregoing is a correct 
. • copy of a Resolution adopted by the 

• Board of Supervisors, Alameda County. ' 
' . • State of California. 

• ATTE,ST: 
LESLIE) BURNS. Interim Asst. Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 

• . . 

. • PYi ej2::. --77"...Z- 
• Deputy 

- ' . • 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-225 (Revised) 

Consideration Of A Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Site) For The Altamont 
Landfill And Resource Recovery Facility, Alameda County 

WHEREAS, Waste Management of Alameda which currently operates the Altamont Landfill and 
Resource Recovery Facility proposes to expand the landfill disposal area from 230 acres to 472 acres 
and permitted boundary from 1528 acres to 2170 acres; and 

WHEREAS, the Alameda County Division of Environmental Health Department of Environmental 
Health, Office of Solid and Medical Waste, acting as the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), has 
submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, or objection to, a revised Solid Waste 
Facilities Permit for the Altamont Landfill and Resource Recovery Facility; and 

WHEREAS, the County of Alameda Planning Department, Lead Agency for California 
Environmental Quality Act, initially prepared and certified an Environmental Impact Report on 
September 29, 1995, indicated that the project would have a significant effect on the environment and 
adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC); 

WHEREAS, on March 9, 2000 the Alameda County Board of Supervisors certified a revised Final 
Environmental Impact (SCH #1992083047), and filed a Notice of Determination with the State 
Clearinghouse and a revised SOC was adopted for the project; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the environmental effects of the project as presented in 
the revised final EIR and finds that there are no feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation 
measures within the Board's authority that would substantially lessen or avoid any significant 
effect the project will have on the environment, and finds further that the proposed permit is 
consistent with the California Environmental Quality Act; and 

WHEREAS, the Lead Agency adopted Findings for each significant environmental effect of the 
project, which Findings the Board has considered and hereby adopts as its own, and which 
Findings demonstrate that each significant environmental effect of the project: i) changes or 
alternations were required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen 
the significant environmental effects as identified in the EIR; ii) that such changes or alterations 
are not within the Lead Agency's jurisdiction but, instead, are in the jurisdiction of another 
public agency and have been or can and should be imposed by that agency; or iii) that specific 
considerations make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the revised 
final EIR; and 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-225 (Revised) 
Consideration Of A Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Disposal Site) For The Altamont 
Landfill And Resource Recovery Facility, Alameda County 
 
WHEREAS, Waste Management of Alameda which currently operates the Altamont Landfill and 
Resource Recovery Facility proposes to expand the landfill disposal area from 230 acres to 472 acres 
and permitted boundary from 1528 acres to 2170 acres; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Alameda County Division of Environmental Health Department of Environmental 
Health, Office of Solid and Medical Waste, acting as the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), has 
submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, or objection to, a revised Solid Waste 
Facilities Permit for the Altamont Landfill and Resource Recovery Facility; and 
 
WHEREAS, the County of Alameda Planning Department, Lead Agency for California 
Environmental Quality Act, initially prepared and certified an Environmental Impact Report on 
September 29, 1995, indicated that the project would have a significant effect on the environment and 
adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC); 
 
WHEREAS,  on March 9, 2000 the Alameda County Board of Supervisors certified a revised Final 
Environmental Impact (SCH #1992083047), and filed a Notice of Determination with the State 
Clearinghouse and a revised SOC was adopted for the project; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the environmental effects of the project as presented in 
the revised final EIR and finds that there are no feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation 
measures within the Board’s authority that would substantially lessen or avoid any significant 
effect the project will have on the environment, and finds further that the proposed permit is 
consistent with the California Environmental Quality Act; and 

 

WHEREAS,  the Lead Agency adopted Findings for each significant environmental effect of the 
project, which Findings the Board has considered and hereby adopts as its own, and which 
Findings demonstrate that each significant environmental effect of the project: i) changes or 
alternations were required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen 
the significant environmental effects as identified in the EIR; ii) that such changes or alterations 
are not within the Lead Agency’s jurisdiction but, instead, are in the jurisdiction of another 
public agency and have been or can and should be imposed by that agency; or iii) that specific 
considerations make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the revised 
final EIR; and 



WHEREAS, the Lead Agency adopted a SOC which states that although the project will cause 
significant unavoidable and irreversible air quality environmental impacts that will remain even after 
the adoption of feasible mitigation measures, the proposed project will provide for efficient and cost 
effective municipal solid waste disposal and will provide economic and social benefits that are 
sufficient to outweigh the project's adverse impacts as more fully described in the SOC; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the SOC and for the reasons stated therein and on the basis 
of evidence before the Board, including, among other things, the EIR, the staff report for this agenda 
item and testimony and other evidence submitted at the meeting of the Board's Permitting and 
Enforcement Committee on August 8, 2005, and to this Board, the Board hereby adopts the SOC as 
its own Statement of Overriding Considerations; and 

WHEREAS, the LEA has certified that the application package is complete and correct, and that the 
proposed permit is consistent with the CEQA documents that were prepared for the project; and 

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for consistency with the standards 
adopted by the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds the facility [is] [is not] is in compliance with the regulations adopted by 
the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed permit is consistent with CEQA; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the proposed permit [is] [is-net} is in conformance with the 
Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
{concurs withl-[objeets-tol the issuance of the Solid Waste Facility Permit No. 01-AA-0009. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August 
16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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WHEREAS, the Lead Agency adopted a SOC which states that although the project will cause  
significant unavoidable and irreversible air quality environmental impacts that will remain even after 
the adoption of feasible mitigation measures, the proposed project will provide for efficient and cost 
effective municipal solid waste disposal and will provide economic and social benefits that are 
sufficient to outweigh the project’s adverse impacts as more fully described in the SOC; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board has considered the SOC and for the reasons stated therein and on the basis 
of evidence before the Board, including, among other things, the EIR, the staff report for this agenda 
item and testimony and other evidence submitted at the meeting of the Board’s Permitting and 
Enforcement Committee on August 8, 2005, and to this Board, the Board hereby adopts the SOC as 
its own Statement of Overriding Considerations; and 
 
WHEREAS, the LEA has certified that the application package is complete and correct, and that the 
proposed permit is consistent with the CEQA documents that were prepared for the project; and 
 
WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for consistency with the standards 
adopted by the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board finds the facility [is] [is not] is in compliance with the regulations adopted by 
the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed permit is consistent with CEQA; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board finds that the proposed permit [is] [is not] is in conformance with the 
Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
[concurs with] [objects to] the issuance of the Solid Waste Facility Permit No. 01-AA-0009. 

 
CERTIFICATION 

 
The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on August 
16-17, 2005. 

Dated:   
 
 
 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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AGENDA ITEM 36 

ITEM 
Consideration Of A New Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Facility) For The 
Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station, Alameda County 

I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 
1. This item requests Board concurrence on the issuance of a new Solid Waste Facilities 

Permit (SWFP) for the Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station. 
2. Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar days to 

concur or object to the issuance of a full solid waste facilities permit. The most 
recent proposed permit and application package were received on June 10, 2005. On 
July 11, 2005 the operator waived the processing of the proposed permit until the 
Board's August 16-17, 2005, meeting in order to allow time for discussion with the 
LEA regarding one of the proposed permit conditions. The revised proposed permit 
was received on July 19, 2005. The date for submittal of a proposed permit that 
would allow 60 days for Board review prior to the August Board meeting was 
June 18, 2005. When the proposed permit package was received, the package 
contained all the items required in Title 27, California Code of Regulations (CCR), 
Section 21685. 

II. ITEM HISTORY 
None. 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to do one of the following: 
1. Adopt the CEQA Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations adopted 

by the Lead Agency and concur with the issuance of the proposed permit as 
submitted by the LEA; 

2. Adopt the CEQA Findings adopted by the Lead Agency and prepare and adopt its 
own a new Statement of Overriding Considerations and concur in the issuance of 
the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. 

3. Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA; 
4. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. If the Board 

chooses option three, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance 
of the proposed permit 60 days after the Board's receipt of the permit. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Because the Lead Agency has determined that this project has significant environmental 
impacts (air quality) that cannot be avoided or substantially lessened, Board staff 
recommends that the Board consider and adopt as its own the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted by the Lead Agency (Attachment 4). 

Therefore, staff recommends that the Board adopt Option 1, Board concurrence with the 
issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA if the Board adopts the Lead 
Agency's Statement of Overriding Considerations as its own. 

Page 364 Page 36-1 

California Integrated Waste Management Board 
Board Meeting 

August 16-17, 2005 
AGENDA ITEM 36 

ITEM 
Consideration Of A New Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Facility) For The 
Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station, Alameda County 

 
I. ISSUE/PROBLEM STATEMENT 

1. This item requests Board concurrence on the issuance of a new Solid Waste Facilities 
Permit (SWFP) for the Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station. 

2. Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar days to 
concur or object to the issuance of a full solid waste facilities permit.   The most 
recent proposed permit and application package were received on June 10, 2005.  On 
July 11, 2005 the operator waived the processing of the proposed permit until the 
Board’s August 16-17, 2005, meeting in order to allow time for discussion with the 
LEA regarding one of the proposed permit conditions.  The revised proposed permit 
was received on July 19, 2005.  The date for submittal of a proposed permit that 
would allow 60 days for Board review prior to the August Board meeting was 
June 18, 2005.  When the proposed permit package was received, the package 
contained all the items required in Title 27, California Code of Regulations (CCR), 
Section 21685. 

 
II. ITEM HISTORY 

None. 
 

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD 
The Board may decide to do one of the following: 
1. Adopt the CEQA Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations adopted 

by the Lead Agency and  concur with the issuance of the proposed permit as 
submitted by the LEA; 

2. Adopt the CEQA Findings adopted by the Lead Agency and prepare and adopt its 
own a new Statement of Overriding Considerations and concur in the issuance of 
the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA. 

3. Object to the issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA; 
4. Take no action on the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.  If the Board 

chooses option three, the Board shall be deemed to have concurred in the issuance 
of the proposed permit 60 days after the Board’s receipt of the permit. 

 
IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Because the Lead Agency has determined that this project has significant environmental 
impacts (air quality) that cannot be avoided or substantially lessened, Board staff 
recommends that the Board consider and adopt as its own the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted by the Lead Agency (Attachment 4). 
 
Therefore, staff recommends that the Board adopt Option 1, Board concurrence with the 
issuance of the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA if the Board adopts the Lead 
Agency’s Statement of Overriding Considerations as its own. 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Facility Name: Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station 

Facility No. 01-AA-0297 

Facility Type: New Materials Recovery Facility and Transfer Station 

Location: 41149 Boyce Road, Fremont 

Facility Size: 13.27 acres 

Setting: The surrounding land use is heavy industry and open space. 
The closest residence is in Newark, approximately one-
third mile north by northeast of the project. 

Operational Status: Proposed 

Waste Types: Municipal solid waste, inerts, food waste, yard waste, 
construction/demolition debris 

Proposed Hours of Open 24 hours - 7 days/week for waste processing and 
Operation: transfer; 

Monday-Saturday, 5 a.m. to 6 p.m. waste receipt 

Proposed 
Maximum Tonnage: 2,400 tons per day 

Proposed 
Maximum Traffic: 1,398 vehicles per day 

Owner/Operator: BLT Enterprises of Fremont, Inc. 

LEA: Ms. Mee Ling Tung, Director 
County of Alameda 
Dept. of Environmental Health 
Office of Solid And Medical Waste 

Background 
The Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station is a proposed municipal solid waste 
transfer and material recovery facility and has not yet been constructed. It is 
anticipated that construction will commence in 2006. The transfer facility will 
provide a waste handler in the East Bay area in anticipation of the planned closure of 
the Tri-Cities Landfill in Fremont. The site will transfer wastes to the Altamont 
Landfill. 

The LEA submitted the proposed permit and application package on June 10, 2005. 
Board staff prepared an agenda item for the Board's consideration at their 
July 12-13 meeting. On July 11, 2005, the operator waived the time required to 
process the proposed permit so that they could continue discussions with the LEA 
regarding the intent of two LEA permit conditions. As a result of the discussions the 
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V. ANALYSIS 
A. Key Issues and Findings 

Facility Name:  Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station  
  
Facility No.   01-AA-0297 
 
Facility Type:  New Materials Recovery Facility and Transfer Station  
 
Location:   41149 Boyce Road, Fremont 
 
Facility Size:  13.27 acres 

 
Setting:   The surrounding land use is heavy industry and open space.  

  The closest residence is in Newark, approximately one- 
  third mile north by northeast of the project. 

 
Operational Status: Proposed  
 
Waste Types: Municipal solid waste, inerts, food waste, yard waste, 

construction/demolition debris 
 
Proposed Hours of  Open 24 hours - 7 days/week for waste processing and 
Operation:   transfer;  

 Monday-Saturday, 5 a.m. to 6 p.m. waste receipt 
   
Proposed 
Maximum Tonnage: 2,400 tons per day  
 
Proposed  
Maximum Traffic:  1,398 vehicles per day 
 
Owner/Operator:  BLT Enterprises of Fremont, Inc. 
    
LEA:   Ms. Mee Ling Tung, Director 

County of Alameda 
Dept. of Environmental Health 
Office of Solid And Medical Waste 

 
Background 
The Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station is a proposed municipal solid waste 
transfer and material recovery facility and has not yet been constructed.  It is 
anticipated that construction will commence in 2006.   The transfer facility will 
provide a waste handler in the East Bay area in anticipation of the planned closure of 
the Tri-Cities Landfill in Fremont.  The site will transfer wastes to the Altamont 
Landfill. 
 
The LEA submitted the proposed permit and application package on June 10, 2005.  
Board staff prepared an agenda item for the Board’s consideration at their 
July 12-13 meeting.  On July 11, 2005, the operator waived the time required to 
process the proposed permit so that they could continue discussions with the LEA 
regarding the intent of two LEA permit conditions. As a result of the discussions the 
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LEA revised the proposed permit to remove 
amount of waste received and vehicles entering 
continues to limit the maximum amount 

references to descriptions relative to the 
the site each day. The permit 

of waste received to 2400 tons per day and 
the site to1398 per day. The LEA changed 
provide better clarity regarding the 

building; 

site opens; 
the site opens. 

analysis are provided: 

and correct; 
meets the requirements of Title 14, CCR, 

permit is consistent with and supported by 
(CEQA). 

review and analysis of the proposed 

the maximum number of vehicles entering 
the description of the hours of operation to 
commercial and public hours of waste receipt. 

The proposed permit is to allow the following: 
• waste transfer operations; 
• a large material recovery facility (MRF) 
• food waste transfer; 
• green waste transfer; 
• construction and demolition debris processing; 
• 2400 tons per day beginning when the 
• 1398 vehicles per day beginning when 

Findings 
The following LEA certification and staff 

LEA Certification: 
• The permit application package is complete 
• The Transfer/Processing Report (TPR) 
Section 18221.6; and 
• The proposed new solid waste facility 
the California Environmental Quality Act 

Staff Analysis 
The following table summarizes Board staffs 
permit application package: 

01-AA-0297 

Summary of Board Findings 

Accept- 
able 

Unaccept- 
able 

To Be 
Deter- 
mined 

Not 
Applic- 

able 

See Details 
in Agenda 

Item 

CIWMP Conformance (PRC 50001) X 1.  

Consistency With State Minimum Standards 
X 

2.  

California Environmental Quality Act X B.1 

RFI Completeness X 

1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP): 
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 50001 requires that 
or expanded non-disposal facility be identified in the applicable 
Non-disposal Facility Element (NDFE). 

Staff of the Board's Office of Local Assistance (OLA) determined 
location of the Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station 
Fremont's NDFE and therefore, the proposed permit is in 
CIWMP. 

the location 
jurisdiction's 

that 

of any new 

the 
the City of 
with the 

is identified in 
conformance 
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LEA revised the proposed permit to remove references to descriptions relative to the 
amount of waste received and vehicles entering the site each day.  The permit 
continues to limit the maximum amount of waste received to 2400 tons per day and 
the maximum number of vehicles entering the site to1398 per day.  The LEA changed 
the description of the hours of operation to provide better clarity regarding the 
commercial and public hours of waste receipt.   

 
The proposed permit is to allow the following: 
• waste transfer operations;  
• a large material recovery facility (MRF) building; 
• food waste transfer; 
• green waste transfer; 
• construction and demolition debris processing; 
• 2400 tons per day beginning when the site opens; 
• 1398 vehicles per day beginning when the site opens. 

 
Findings   
The following LEA certification and staff analysis are provided: 
 
LEA Certification: 
• The permit application package is complete and correct;  
• The Transfer/Processing Report (TPR) meets the requirements of Title 14, CCR, 
Section 18221.6; and  
• The proposed new solid waste facility permit is consistent with and supported by 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

 
Staff Analysis  
The following table summarizes Board staff's review and analysis of the proposed 
permit application package:  

01-AA-0297 

Summary of Board Findings 

Accept-
able 

Unaccept-
able 

To Be 
Deter-
mined 

Not 
Applic-

able 

See Details 
in Agenda 

Item 

CIWMP Conformance (PRC 50001) X    1. 

Consistency With State Minimum Standards  
X    2. 

California Environmental Quality Act  X    B.1 

RFI Completeness X     

1. Conformance with County Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP):   
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 50001 requires that the location of any new 
or expanded non-disposal facility be identified in the applicable jurisdiction’s 
Non-disposal Facility Element (NDFE).  
 
Staff of the Board’s Office of Local Assistance (OLA) determined that the 
location of the Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station is identified in the City of 
Fremont’s NDFE and therefore, the proposed permit is in conformance with the 
CIWMP. 
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2. Consistency with State Minimum Standards: 
Staff have reviewed the Transfer/Processing Report and determined that if the site 
is constructed and operated as proposed it will comply with state minimum 
standards. 

B. Environmental Issues 
1. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

State law requires compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
through the preparation, circulation and adoption/certification of an 
environmental document and mitigation reporting or monitoring program or, by 
determining that the proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt. 

The City of Fremont Development Services Department, acting as Lead Agency, 
has prepared and circulated the following environmental document for the 
Fremont Recycling and Transfer Facility: 

• Environmental Impact Report State Clearinghouse No. 2002122106 was 
circulated via the State Clearinghouse for a review period from 
December 23, 2002 to January 1, 2003, and was certified by the City of 
Fremont on December 16, 2003. The document describes a maximum daily 
peak load of 2,400 tons per day and peak traffic at 1,398 vehicles per day by 
2020. 

Significant Environmental Impacts 

The EIR identified significant environmental impacts in the following areas that 
with mitigation would be reduced to a level of less than significant: 

Air Quality 

Geology 

Soils 

Significant and Unavoidable Environmental Impacts 

The EIR also identified Significant and Unavoidable Environmental Impacts to 
Air Quality requiring a Statement of Overriding Considerations. The 
environmental air quality effects that cannot be mitigated or substantially lessened 
and remain significant and unavoidable are the following: 

Regional Air Quality: The Final EIR identifies five approved but not yet 
built development projects near the transfer station/MRF site. While the 
project includes mitigation to reduce its own impacts to a level that is 
below the threshold of significance identified for nitrogen oxides 
emissions by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District, the impacts 
on regional air quality from this proposed project considered in 
combination with the air quality impacts of the five reasonably foreseeable 
projects identified in the Final EIR, would exceed that threshold in the 
near term. 

CEQA Findings Regarding Unavoidable Significant Effects 

The City of Fremont, as Lead Agency, has concluded that the unavoidable 
significant effect is acceptable due to the overriding considerations described 
below: 
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2. Consistency with State Minimum Standards:   
Staff have reviewed the Transfer/Processing Report and determined that if the site 
is constructed and operated as proposed it will comply with state minimum 
standards. 

B. Environmental Issues 
1. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
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through the preparation, circulation and adoption/certification of an 
environmental document and mitigation reporting or monitoring program or, by 
determining that the proposal is categorically or statutorily exempt. 
The City of Fremont Development Services Department, acting as Lead Agency, 
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Fremont Recycling and Transfer Facility: 
• Environmental Impact Report State Clearinghouse No. 2002122106 was 

circulated via the State Clearinghouse for a review period from 
 December 23, 2002 to January 1, 2003, and was certified by the City of 
Fremont on December 16, 2003.  The document describes a maximum daily 
peak load of 2,400 tons per day and peak traffic at 1,398 vehicles per day by 
2020.  

Significant Environmental Impacts 

The EIR identified significant environmental impacts in the following areas that 
with mitigation would be reduced to a level of less than significant: 

Air Quality 
Geology 
Soils 

Significant and Unavoidable Environmental Impacts 

The EIR also identified Significant and Unavoidable Environmental Impacts to 
Air Quality requiring a Statement of Overriding Considerations.  The 
environmental air quality effects that cannot be mitigated or substantially lessened 
and remain significant and unavoidable are the following: 

Regional Air Quality:  The Final EIR identifies five approved but not yet 
built development projects near the transfer station/MRF site.  While the 
project includes mitigation to reduce its own impacts to a level that is 
below the threshold of significance identified for nitrogen oxides 
emissions by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District, the impacts 
on regional air quality from this proposed project considered in 
combination with the air quality impacts of the five reasonably foreseeable 
projects identified in the Final EIR, would exceed that threshold in the 
near term.   

CEQA Findings Regarding Unavoidable Significant Effects 
The City of Fremont, as Lead Agency, has concluded that the unavoidable 
significant effect is acceptable due to the overriding considerations described 
below: 
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4) The project will generate new employment opportunities 
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A Notice of Determination was filed with the Office of 
December 18, 2003. The Notice of Determination indicated 
would have a significant effect on the environment and 
Overriding Considerations (Attachment 4) was adopted 

Board staff recommends the environmental document, 
and the Statement of Overriding Considerations, cited 
Board's environmental evaluation of the proposed project 
activities which are within the Board's expertise and/or 
required to be carried out or approved by the Board. 
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Based 

E. Fiscal 
No 

Based 
item. 

G. Environmental 
Community 

Staff is not aware of any impacts regarding other state 
impacts to this item. 

Term Impacts 
on available information, staff is not aware of any 

related to this item. 
Impacts 

on available information, staff is not aware of any 
this item. 

Impacts 
fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

Issues 
on available information, staff is not aware of any 

Justice 
Setting: 

Surrounding 
the 

land uses are heavily industrial. The nearest 
northeast of the facility. 

According to the 2000 census, the population of the city 
following: 
US Census Bureau Data 
Census 2000 — Fremont, Alameda County 

All Ages 
Number Percent 

White 96,968 47.7 
Black or African American 6,310 3.1 
American Indian or Alaska Native 1,048 0.5 
Asian 75, 165 37.0 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 819 0.4 
Some other race 11,230 5.5 
Two or more races 11,873 5.8 
Total Population 203,014 100 
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1) The project will provide for efficient and cost-effective municipal solid 
waste disposal. 

2) The project will allow for increased diversion of recyclable materials. 
3) The project will contribute to the funding of various programs that may 

have beneficial environmental and community impacts. 
4) The project will generate new employment opportunities and new property 

tax revenues. 
A Notice of Determination was filed with the Office of Planning and Research on 
December 18, 2003.  The Notice of Determination indicated that this project 
would have a significant effect on the environment and that a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations (Attachment 4) was adopted for this project. 
Board staff recommends the environmental document, the Lead Agency findings, 
and the Statement of Overriding Considerations, cited above as adequate for the 
Board's environmental evaluation of the proposed project for those project 
activities which are within the Board’s expertise and/or powers, or which are 
required to be carried out or approved by the Board. 

2. Cross Media 
Staff is not aware of any impacts regarding other state agencies or cross media 
impacts to this item. 

C. Program/Long Term Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any program or long-term 
impacts related to this item. 

D. Stakeholder Impacts 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any stakeholder impacts related 
to this item. 

E. Fiscal Impacts 
No fiscal impact to the Board results from this item. 

F. Legal Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any legal issues related to this 
item. 

G. Environmental Justice 
Community Setting: 
Surrounding land uses are heavily industrial.  The nearest residence is 1,750 feet to 
the northeast of the facility.  
 
According to the 2000 census, the population of the city of Fremont consists of the 
following:   

All Ages US Census Bureau Data 
Census 2000 – Fremont, Alameda County Number Percent 
White 96,968 47.7 
Black or African American 6,310 3.1 
American Indian or Alaska Native 1,048 0.5 
Asian 75, 165 37.0 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 819 0.4 
Some other race 11,230 5.5 
Two or more races 11,873 5.8 
Total Population 203,014 100 
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The 2000 census indicates that of the total City of Fremont population, 13.5% 
identify themselves as Hispanic or Latino. The median household income of the 
area is $76, 579 with 3.6% of the families below the poverty level. 

Community Outreach 
The City of Fremont Planning Commission held a public hearing on October 9, 2003 
to consider certifying the EIR and issuing the CUP. As this is a new solid waste 
facilities permit, the AB 1497 requirements for the LEA to notice and conduct a 
hearing in do not apply. 

Environmental Justice Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this item. 

H. 2001 Strategic Plan 
Staff work on new or revised solid waste facility permits is completed as part of Goal 
4: Managing and mitigating the impacts of solid waste on public health and safety 
and the environment and promoting integrated and consistent permitting, inspection, 
and enforcement efforts. 

This item supports Strategic Plan Objective 1: Through consistent and effective 
enforcement or other appropriate measures, ensure compliance with federal and state 
waste management laws and regulations by concurring in a permit consistent with 
current statute and legislation. 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
N/A 

VII. ATTACHMENTS 
1. Location Map 
2. Site Map 
3. Proposed Permit Number 01-AA-0297 
4. Statement of Overriding Considerations 
5. Resolution Number 2005-226 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff: Reinhard Hohlwein Phone: (916) 341-6344 
B. Legal Staff: Michael Bledsoe Phone: (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff: N/A Phone: N/A 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION 
A. Support 

Staff has not received any written support relating to this item. 
B. Opposition 

Staff has not received any written opposition relating to this item. 
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The 2000 census indicates that of the total City of Fremont population, 13.5% 
identify themselves as Hispanic or Latino.  The median household income of the 
area is $76, 579 with 3.6% of the families below the poverty level. 

 
Community Outreach 
The City of Fremont Planning Commission held a public hearing on October 9, 2003 
to consider certifying the EIR and issuing the CUP. As this is a new solid waste 
facilities permit, the AB 1497 requirements for the LEA to notice and conduct a 
hearing in do not apply. 

 
Environmental Justice Issues 
Based on available information, staff is not aware of any environmental justice issues 
related to this item. 

 
H. 2001 Strategic Plan 

Staff work on new or revised solid waste facility permits is completed as part of Goal 
4:  Managing and mitigating the impacts of solid waste on public health and safety 
and the environment and promoting integrated and consistent permitting, inspection, 
and enforcement efforts. 
 
This item supports Strategic Plan Objective 1:  Through consistent and effective 
enforcement or other appropriate measures, ensure compliance with federal and state 
waste management laws and regulations by concurring in a permit consistent with 
current statute and legislation. 
 

VI. FUNDING INFORMATION 
 N/A 
 
VII. ATTACHMENTS 

1.  Location Map 
2.  Site Map 
3.  Proposed Permit Number 01-AA-0297 
4.  Statement of Overriding Considerations 
5.  Resolution Number 2005-226 
 

VIII. STAFF RESPONSIBLE FOR ITEM PREPARATION 
A. Program Staff:  Reinhard Hohlwein Phone:  (916) 341-6344 
B. Legal Staff:  Michael Bledsoe Phone:  (916) 341-6058 
C. Administration Staff:  N/A Phone:  N/A 
 

IX. WRITTEN SUPPORT AND/OR OPPOSITION  
A. Support 

Staff has not received any written support relating to this item. 
B. Opposition 

Staff has not received any written opposition relating to this item. 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

O1-AA-0297 
1. Name and Street Address of Facility: 

Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station 
41149 Boyce Road 
Fremont, CA 94538 

2. Name and Mailing &Odom of Operator: 

Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station 
41149 Boyce Road 
Fremont, CA 94538 

3. Name and Mailing Address of Owner: 

BLT Enterprises of Fremont, LLC 
501 Spectrum Circle 
Oxnard, CA 93030 

4. Specifications: 

a. Permitted Operations: 0 Solid Waste Disposal Site IN Transformation Facility 

El Transfer/Processing Facility (MRF) 
El Other: 

CI Composting Facility (Green Material) 

b. Permitted and Posted 
Hours of Operation: 

Closed Sundays, Labor day, 
Thanksgiving, Christmas day 
& New Years Day. 

Permitted Hrs. Authorized by Land Entitlement 
Waste Receiving: 

 

Posted Hours of Operation 

Commercial & Public: 5a.m. — 5p.m., Mon. —  Fri. 
8a.m. — 5p.m. Sat. 

8a.m. — 5p.m. Mon. — Sat. 
24 hrs. a day, 7 days/week 
24 hrs. a day, 7 days/week 
By appointment, 7 day/week 

Commercial: 5a.m. — 6p.m. Mon. — Sat. 
Public: 5a.m. — 6p.m. Mon. — Sat. 

Buyback & HHW: 8a.m. — 5p.m. Mon. — Sat 
Waste Processing: 24 hrs. a day, 7 days/week 
Waste Transfer: 24 hrs. a day, 7 days/week 
Visitors Center: By appointment, 7 days/week 

c. Permitted Maximum 
Tonnage: 2400 Tons per Day 

d. Permitted Traffic 
Volume: 1398 Vehicles per Day 

eei 
e. Key Design Parameters Detailed parameters arc shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMD validations); 

Total Disposal Transfer/Processing Composting Transformation 

Permitted Area (in acres) 13.27acres 13.27 acres 

Design Capacity (tons) 4,000 tons 
(24 hrs.) 

Max. Elevation (Ft. MSL) 

Max. Depth (Ft. MSL) 

Estimated Closure Year 

Upon a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension. The attached 
permit findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permit. 

5. Approval: 6. Enforcement Agency Name and Address: 

Alameda County Environmental Health Department 

Office of Solid and Medical Waste Management 
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway 

Alameda, CA 94502 
Ph. (510) 567-6790 Fax; (510) 337-9234 

Approving Officer Signature 

Mee Ling Tung, Director of Environmental Health 

7. Date Received by CIWMB: JUL 1 9 2005 8. CIWMB Concurrence Date: 

9. Permit Issued Date: 10. Permit Review Due Date: 1.1. Owner/Operator Transfer Date: 

Page I of 4 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 36 
August 16-17, 2005  Revised Attachment 3 

 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 36 
August 16-17, 2005 Revised Attachment 3 

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

01-AA-0297 

12. Legal Description of Facility: ., 

The legal description of this facility: latitude 37N 30' 34" and longitude 121 W 59' 22" Section 8, Township 5 South, Range I West, 
Mt. Diablo Baseline and Meridian APN 531-0165-045 

13. Findings: 

a. This permit is consistent with the Alameda County Integrated Waste Management Plan, which was approved by the CIWMB on 
April 24, 1996. The location of the facility is identified in the Nondisposal Facility Element, pursuant to Public Resources Code 
(PRC), Section 50001(a). A finding of conformance was determined by the Alameda County Waste Management Authority on 
December 15, 2004. 

b. This permit is consistent with the standards adopted by the CIWMB, pursuant to PRC 44010. 

c. The design and operation of the facility is consistent with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Wastc Handling and Disposal 
as determined by the enforcement agency, pursuant to PRC 44009. 

d. A CEQA document was filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH #2001122003) and certified by the City of Fremont on 
December 16, 2003. The CEQA document describes and supports the design and operation, which is authorized by the issuance 
of this permit. A Notice of Determination was filed with the State Clearinghouse on December 19, 2003. 

e. The City of Fremont has determined that the facility is compatible with the surrounding land use through approval of the 
Conditional Usc Permit PLN2002-00270, December 16, 2003. 

14. Prohibitions: 

The permittee is prohibited from accepting the following wastes:  

Hazardous, radioactive, medical (as defined in Chapter 6.1, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code), liquid, designated, or 
other wastes requiring special treatment or handling, except as identified in the Transfer/Processing Report and approved 
amendments thereto and as approved by the enforcement agency and other federal, state, and local agencies. 

15. The following documents describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility: 

Date Date 

Transfer/Processing Report 

Amendments 

March 3, 2005 

July 14, 2005 
Preliminary Closure and Postclosurc 
Maintenance Plan 

n/a 
 

Waste Discharge Requirements 
Order No. n/a Closure Financial Assurance Documentation n/a 

APCD Permit to Operate # Operating Liability Certification n/a 

CEQA document (SCH #2001122003) Dec. 16, 2003 

Land Use and/or Conditional Use Permit 
PLN2002-00150 
PLN2002-00272 
PLN2003-00270 

Dec. 16.2003 

City of Fremont Fire Department Permits 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility Number: 

o1-AA-0297 

16. Self Monitoring: - 

The owner/operator shall submit the results of all self monitoring programs to the Enforcement Agency within 30 days of the end 
of the reporting period (for example, 1st quarter = January - March, the report is due by April 30, etc.. Information required on 
an annual basis shall be submitted with the 4th quarter monitoring report, unless otherwise stated.) 

Program Reporting Frequency 

a.  

b.  

c.  

d.  

e.  

f.  

g.  

The types and quantities (in tons) of waste, including separated or commingled 
recyclables, entering the facility per day. 

The number and types of vehicles using the facility per day. 

Results of the hazardous waste load checking program, including the quantities and 
types of hazardous wastes, medical wastes or otherwise prohibited wastes found in 
the waste stream and the disposition of these materials. 

Copies of all written complaints regarding this facility and the operator's actions 
taken to resolve these complaints. 

Log of Special Occurrences, which includes records of fires, explosion, injury and 
property damage accidents, flooding, incidence of unlawful disposal of prohibited 
material and other unusual events, such as facility closure with brief description of 
the response to and resolution of occurrence. Include visits by regulatory agencies. 

The type and quantities (in tons) of material, including waste, recovered 
recyclables, etc., that are transferred from the facility per day. 

4.. 
 

Documentation for all self-monitoring programs that are described in the facility 
Transfer and Processing Report. 

Recorded 

Quarterly 

Quarterly 

in Operating Records 

Notify LEA within 24 hrs. 
Written Report Quarterly 

Daily 
(Maintain log availability for 

LEA Inspection) 

Quarterly 

Provide upon request by the 
LEA 
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 
Facility• Number:  

01-AA-0297 

17. 

a.  

b.  

c.  

d.  

e.  

f.  

g.  

h.  

i.  

j.  

k.  

I. 

m.  

n.  

Enforcement Agency (EA) Conditions: 

The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for solid waste handling 
California Code of Regulations. 

The operator shall maintain a log of speciaVunusual occurrences. This log shall include, 
the discharge and disposition of hazardous or unpermitted wastes, and significant injuries, 
log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of any actions taken by the operator to 
available to site personnel and the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) at all times. 

Additional information concerning the design and operation of the facility shall be furnished 
frame specified by the LEA. 

The maximum permitted daily tonnage for this facility is 2400 tons per day, and shall 
of this permit. This permit is subject to review by the LEA and may be suspended, revoked, 
cause. 

The LEA reserves the right to suspend or modify waste receiving and handling operations 
emergency, a potential health hazard, or the creation of a public nuisance. 

Any change that would cause the design or operation of the facility not to conform to 
prohibited. Such a change may be considered a significant change, requiring a permit 
implement any change without first submitting a written notice of the proposed change, 
LEA at least 180 days in advance of the change. 

A copy of this permit shall be maintained at the facility. 

Stored recyclables shall neither interfere with facility operations nor cause a public health 
authority to reduce the maximum storage time of recyclables as necessary to protect public 
vectors and other nuisances 

All boxes, bins, pits, tipping floors or other waste containers shall be cleated on a regular 
hazard or nuisance caused by liner, odors or vectors. 

Green waste material and food waste material shall not be stored on site for longer than 
facility in compliance with Title 14 and/or Title 27. 

Prohibited waste that is inadvertently received at the facility shall be managed in accordance 
the Transfer/Processing Report and in compliance with all applicable laws and regulations. 

The applicant, ELT, shall secure all required permits and approvals from other regional, 
commencement of operations. Copies of permits and approvals shall he provided to the 

The household hazardous waste facility shall comply with all state minimum standards 
and c-waste as specified in State Statutes and Regulations. 

The maximum permitted vehicle trips per day for this facility is 1398 and shall not exceed 

and disposal as specified in Title 14, 

but is not limited to, fires, explosions, 
accidents or property damage. Each 

mitigate the occurrence. The log shall be 

upon request and within the time 

not exceed this amount without a revision 
or revised at any time for sufficient 

when deemed necessary due to an 

the terms and conditions of this permit is 
revision. In no case shall the operator 

in the form of an RR amendment, to the 

nuisance. The LEA reserves the 
health and minimize odors, liner, 

schedule to prevent a public health 

48 hours and shall be transported to a 

with procedures that arc outlined in 

state and local agencies prior to the 
I.EA upon issuance. 

for handling household hazardous waste 

this amount without a revision of this 
permit. 
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Enclosure D 

FINDINGS IN SUPPORT OF CERTIFICATION OF A 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

FOR 
REVISIONS TO THE CITY OF FREMONT WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTLI,' 

AND 

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 
FOR APPROVAL OF 17IE SAME PROJECT 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The overall project consists of modifications to the City's 
management of its municipal solid waste. Individual elements of the project include Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility at 41149 Boyce Road, a General Plan amendment to reflect the 
current status of the City's waste management system and the location of the Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility at 41149 Boyce Road, and an agreement with Altamont Sanitary 
Landfill for disposal of' the City's municipal solid waste. 

... 
The Revisions to the City of Fremont Waste Management S)istem Final Environmental Impact 
Report identified significant impacts and significant cumulative impacts associated with the 
implementation of the project. Approval of a project with significant impacts requires that findings 
be made by the City of Fremont, the lead agency, pursuant to CEQA. The significant impacts of the 
project would be mitigated. to a less than significant level with mitigation measures identified in the 

1- . 1 Final Environmental Impact Report. In addition, the Final Elleitund certain impacts to be less than 
••• ' significant, based in whole or in part on the inclusion in the proposed project of certain avoidance 

measures identified in the Final EIR and included as a condition of project approval. The significant 
cumulative impact on regional air quality would be unavoidably significant, thus requiring a 
Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

I. EFFECTS THAT CAN BE MITIGATED TO A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL 
WITH MITIGATION MEASURES IDENTIFIED AS PART OF THE FINAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

The following significant impacts would be mitigated to a less than significant level with mitigation 
measures identified in the Final Environmental Impact Report, and included below as part of this 
Statement of Findings document. 

Regional Air Ouality Imnacf 

The proposed project would result in significant emissions of nitrogen oxides, which is a precursor 
of ozone. The most substantial source of these emissions will be the transfer in diesel transfer trucks 
of municipal solid waste from the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility to the Altamont 
Landfill. Without mitigation, the project would have a significant near term impact on regional air 
quality in the San Francisco Bay air basin. 

The City of Fremont finds that, as to the significant effect identified above: 

changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project, which mitigates or 

avoids the significant effects,pn the environment of the project as identified in the Final EIR. 

1 
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This finding is based on the fact that the City of Fremont shall require the operators of the Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility to implement the following mitigation measures: 

Mititation for Regional Mr Quality Impacts 

The following will be required as a condition of approval of the conditional use permit: 

Prior to starting operation of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility and every two years 
following, the facility operator will provide a plan to the City of Fremont demonstrating that the 
heavy-duty diesel trucks being operated by the facility operator, including owned, leased and 
subcontractor vehicles, will achieve a project wide fleet-average reduction in nitrogen oxides 
emissions, such that calculated daily emissions in the San Francisco air basin do not exceed 
BAAQMD thresholds of significance. The emission calculations should utilize the latest emissions 
model developed by the California Air Resources Board. The plan could utilize all or some 
combination of the following strategies to reduce emissions: 

• Vehicles shall be maintained at a level at least equal to the manufacturer's minimum 
recommended maintenance requirements. 

• Any motor vehicle pollution control devices installed on the engine when originally built 
shall be in place and kept in good working order. 

• The engine fuel system shall be set to, and maintained at, the manufacturer's 
recommended fuel supply settings. 

• Retrofit existing vehicles to latest emission Standar . [This could be accomplished in 
part by participation in the Carl Moyers program, w ich provides financial incentives for 
up-grading vehicles to higher emission standards at the time of engine re-build.] 

• Replace older vehicles with vehicles initially meeting the 2004 standards for heavy-duty 
diesels, and vehicles meeting the 2007 standards in later years. Trucks meeting the 2004 
standards would generate roughly 50 percent less than current-year models and 66 
percent less nitrogen oxides than a 1990 model diesel truck. Vehicles meeting the model 
year 2007 standards would generate 90 percent less nitrogen oxides than those meeting 
the 2004 standards. 

• Purchase and use alternatively fueled vehicles. 
• Increase waste diversion in order to reduce trips necessary to haul municipal solid waste 

to the landfill. 

Construction Air Ouality Impacts 

Dust could affect local air quality during construction of the project. The dry, windy climate of the 
area during the summer months creates a high potential for dust generation when underlying soils are 
exposed to the atmosphere. The effects of construction activities would he increased clustfall and 
locally elevated levels of particulate matter downwind of construction activity. Construction dust 
has the potential for creating a significant effect on nearby properties. 

The City of Fremont finds that, as to the significant effect identified above: 

Changes or iliteruithilS have been required in. or incorporated into, the project, which mitigate or 
avoid the significant effects an the environment of the project as identified in the Final EIR. 
This finding is based on the fact that the City of Fremont shall require the operators of the Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility to implement the following mitigation measures: 
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Mitigation for Construction Air Quality Impacts 

The City of Fremont shall require as a condition of approval of the conditional use permit that, in 
accordance with the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines, the construction contractor shall implement the 
following dust control measures as applicable during all project construction activities: 

• Water all active construction areas at least twice daily. 
• Water or cover stockpiles of debris, soil, sand or other materials that can he blown by the 

wind. 
• Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials or require all trucks to 

maintain at least two feet of freeboard. 
• Pave, apply water three times daily, or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers on all unpaved 

areas at the construction site.  
• Sweep daily (preferably with water sweepers) all paved access road, parking areas and 

staging areas at construction site. 
• Sweep streets daily (preferably with water sweepers) if visible soil material is carried 

onto adjacent public streets. 

Geology and Soils Impacts 

The project site is located in a seismically active region and is within an area with a moderate to high 
liquefaction potential. Improvements on the site would be subject to significant impacts in the event 
of an earthquake. 

f ) 
The City of Fremont finds that, as to the significant effect identified above: 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project, which mitigate or 
avoid the significant effects on the environment of the project as identified in the Final MR. 

This finding is based on the fact that the City of Fremont shall require the operators of the Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility to implement the following mitigation measures: 

Mitieation for Geology and SoilsJmucts 

• All proposed buildings and modifications proposed to the existing structure on Boyce 
Road will be constructed in accordance with Uniform Building Code requirements 
for seismic risk Level 4. A level 4 criterion allows structures to resist minor 
earthquakes without damage, moderate earthquakes with some nonstructural damage, 
and major earthquakes without collapse. 

• Sub-surthce soils will be tested and evaluated for potential liquefaction during 
seismic shaking prior to final design of the TS/MRF facility to determine the need for 
special foundations or other design restrictions. These tests and the appropriate 
analyses and evaluations can and will he performed in conjunction with the site-
specific foundation studies recommended under Soils mitigations below. 

1 . All foundation systems for the TS/MRF will be designed to resist soil expansion 
and/or local subsidence due to soil desiccation or seismically induced settlement, 
based upon soil sampling and testing programs prepared for each building area within 
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the site. Specific foundation design criteria would reflect soil properties, site 
grading, and building characteristics, 

• Conventional foundation systems would provide footings below the zone of seasonal 
moisture change. These foundation systems will also be continuous and tied together 
in such a manner that they respond to wound shaking as a unit. 

II. EFFECTS THAT WOULD BE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT FOR WHICH 
AVOIDANCE MEASURES ARE IDENTIFIED IN THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT 

The following impacts were found to be less than significant, based in whole or in part on the 
inclusion in the proposed project of certain avoidance measures identified in the Final Environmental 
Impact Report. 

Land Use Impact — Litter and Dust 

Over time, increases in wa.stc generated could increase the number of vehicles hauling waste and 
recyclables along Stevenson Boulevard and Cherry Street. Any increase in the number of vehicles 
could result in incremental increases in litter and/or dust. This may result in some level of 
annoyance for residents near those streets. The incremental increases in litter and/or dust over time 
would not result in a significant adverse land use impact. 

The City of Fremont finds that, as to the effect identified above 

The project includes means of avoiding or reducing this effect, as identified in the Final EIR. 

This finding is based on the fact that the project as proposed includes, and the City of Fremont shall 
require the operators of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility to implement, the following 
avoidance measure: 

Avoidance of Land Use/Litter and Dust Impact 

The City of Fremont proposes to minimize the generation of air-borne dust and litter by ensuring that 
the following measures arc incorporated into the proposed project as conditions of approval of the 
conditional use permit:  

■ interior operations will include misters to reduce air-borne dust, and use of a ventilation and 
exhaust system to maintain negative pressure inside the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery 
Facility building to minimize litter escaping through open doorways; 

■ air from the building, which may contain dust or other particles, will be discharged through a 
filtration system to the outside; 

• all transfer trucks will he tightly covered before leaving the loading tunnel under the tipping 
floor; 

■ all loads delivered to the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility are to he brought is 
covered vehicles. This is already a requirement of stale law. and signs at the facility will 
remind users of the requirement;  

■ the current practice at the TCRDF is to levy a surcharge on uncovered loads. That practice 
will be continued at the proposed Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility, to minimize 
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undesirable impacts associated with the transport of uncovered loads on public streets; 
■ litter will he collected on-site on at least a daily basis; 
• the on-site paved areas will be swept daily; 
a employees of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility will make regular litter pick- 

up "sweeps" of Boyce Road between Stevenson Boulevard and Auto Mall Parkway, of 
Stevenson Boulevard between Boyce Road and 1-880, and on Auto Mall Parkway between 
Boyce Road and 1-880, as needed; 

• to ensure that quantities of litter do not increase above existing conditions, photo 
documentation will be prepared of existing conditions on Stevenson Boulevard and Cherry 
Avenue. 

Land Use Impact — Odors 

The source of potential odor impacts associated with the proposed TS/MRF on Boyce Road would 
be the putrescible waste component of the MSW that will be hauled to the site in collection vehicles, 
and from there will he hauled in transfer trucks to the landfill. 

The routes currently followed by collection vehicles carrying putrescible garbage will be the same 
routes followed after implementation of the proposed projoet Those collection trucks that currently 
drive to TCRDF along Cherry and Stevenson, will continue to do so. As population increases in the 
Tri-Cities, the total number of garbage collection trucks will increase slightly. The only noticeable 
difference in the movement of putrescible waste will occur as a result of the transfer trucks hauling 
MSW (including putrcscible waste) to the landfill. Those trucks will drive south on Boyce Road, 
east on Auto Mall Parkway to 1-680, and will then take freeways to Alameda County. The transfer 
trucks will be covered, and the outgoing trips will occur over a 24-hour period. 

Movement of waste in collection vehicles on public streets, including all residential streets, is normal 
activity in California and is not considered a land use impact. Since the same collection trucks will 
generally follow the same routes they do now, this project will not cause any odor impacts to impact 
sensitive receptors associated with the collection routes. 

Since the prevailing winds in Fremont are most often from the northwest, odor impacts from the 
project site would primarily occur downwind, to the south and east. Land uses south and east of the 
project site are industrial, commercial and open space fur over a mile. The nearest sensitive 
receptors to the proposed TS/Mitt' are residential developments in Newark, approximately one-third 
mile (1,750+ feet) north by northeast of the project site, counter to the prevailing wind direction. 
Undeveloped land designated for future low density residential development is located west and 
northwest, also counter to the prevailing winds. 

Odor impacts are unlikely to occur unless the facility is poorly maintained, or if waste is kept on-site 
for too long. These conditions would also he in violation of health codes and typical permit 
conditions for a facility of this type. There is, in the permitting and inspection authorities already in 
place, a mechanism for correcting such conditions. In addition to local and county regulations, the 
California Code of Regulations includes operating standards for TS/MRIFs (CCR §17406.2 though 
17410.4 and 17415.1 through 17419.2). 

The City of Fremont finds that, as to the effect identified above: 
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The preyed includes means of avoiding or reducing this effect. as identified in the Final Ell?. 

This finding is based on the fact that the project as proposed includes, and the City of Fremont shall 
require the operators of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility to implement, the following 
avoidance measure: 

Avoidance of Land Use/Odor Impacts: 

The proposed TS!MRF operations include the following elements, which will minimize odor 
impacts: 

1 All unloading and processing of MSW will be done inside the TS/MRF building—no 
waste will be unloaded, handled, or stored for any period of time outside the building. 

• Al! MSW brought to the site will be shipped ofi-site within 24 hours except under 
unusual circumstances, when the waste may be retained on site for up to 48 hours. 

• The tipping floor inside the TS/MRF building will he cleaned using dry absorbent as 
needed. 

• The building will include equipment designed to maintain negative air pressure to 
minimize air movement through the doors. All air from inside the building will be 
vented through filters. 

• Interior operations will include misters to reduce air-borne dust, and use of a ventilation 
and exhaust system to maintain negative pressure to minimize air movement through the 
doors. All air from inside the building will be vented through filters. 

' All transfer trucks will be tightly covered before leaving the loading tunnel under the 
tipping floor. .e. 

• An odor minimization plan shall be compiled and submitted to the City of Fremont and 
the Alameda County Local Enforcement Agency (LFA) for review. This plan shall 
reflect techniques reflected in the other conditions of approval listed above and shall 
identify specific procedures for reducing odors during an emergency. 

1 

To summarize the discussion above, the project includes a number of design and operational 
elements to avoid possible odor impacts affecting either nearby businesses or residents in Newark 
during normal operations. Based on the project design, and considering the absence of odor 
problems associated with the BLT facility in Sacramento, the proposed facility can be reliably 
expected to not cause odor impacts to residents or others along the route. In addition, an odor 
minimization plan will be compiled and reviewed by the City of Fremont and the LEA that reflects 
all of the techniques discussed in this analysis, and identifies specific procedures for reducing odors 
during an emergency. 

Land Use/Vector Impact 

A traditional source of concern with solid waste management facilities, including transfer stations 
and material recovery facilities, is the attraction the waste may have for insects, rodents, and other 
potential scavengers that could also be a source of nuisance and/or dicenAn Accumulation of vectors 

on-site is unlikely to occur unless the facility is poorly maintained, or if waste is kept on-site for too 
long. These conditions would also he in violation of health codes and typical permit conditions for a 
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facility of this type. There is therefore, in the permitting and inspection authorities already in place, 
a mechanism for correcting such conditions. 

The City of Fremont finds that, as to the effect identified above: 

The project includes means of avoiding or reducing this effect. as identified in the Final EIR, 

This finding is based on the fact that the project us proposed includes, and the City of Fremont shall 
require the operators of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility to implement, the following 
avoidance measure: 

Avoitignee of Land Use/Vector Impact 

The proposed operating program and facility design of the TS/MRF will minimize the potential for 
vermin to accumulate oti-site or cause off-site impacts.. 

Many of the measures described in the previous findings for minimizing other sources of annoyance 
or impact, including litter control, cleanliness, and the building air filtration system, will also reduce 
potential accumulation or breeding of vermin. Specific pest control programs will be maintained on 
site to avoid any incidental build-up of rodent populations. A Vector Control Plan will be prepared 
and reviewed by the City and the County Health Department prior to approval of the conditional use 
permit. The grassy swales proposed to minimize or avoid water quality impacts will be designed to 
minimize standing water. The most effective means of avoiding the introduction of vector 
populations onto the site and into the area will be the limited time the MSW will spend at the 
facility. The waste will be loaded onto the transfer trucks withilihours of delivery to the TS/MRF, 
and it will normally leave the site within 24 hours. 

Traffic Impact 

Trucks delivering recycled materials to processors in the Oakland area might use Stevenson 
Boulevard to reach 1-880. This would not cause the amount of traffic to exceed the capacity of the 
roadway. As identified in the previous statement of impact, increased truck traffic on Stevenson 
Boulevard could cause annoyance to the nearby residents. The operator of the Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility is proposing that all trips made by either their employees or their 
contractors will use Boyce Road to Auto Mall Parkway, not Stevenson Boulevard, to reach both I- 
880 and 1-280. 

The City of Fremont finds that, as to the effect identified above: 

The project includes means of avoiding or reducing this effect, as identified in the Final AYR. 

This finding is based on the fact that the project as proposed includes, and the City of Fremont shall 
require the operators of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility to implement, the following 
avoidance measure: 

Avoidance of Traffic Impact 

The City of Fremont will require as a condition of approval of the conditional use permit for the 
Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility that all operator and contractor trucks traveling to and 

from the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility, including transfer trucks delivering municipal 
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solid waste to landfills and trucks hauling recyclables, must travel on Auto Mall Parkway to 1-880 
and 1-280, rather than using Stevenson Boulevard. 

Water Quality Impact 

The proposed Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility will result in improvements to the quality 
of stormwater runoff from this site, compared to the existing condition, and will not result in adverse 
impacts to water quality. 

The City of Fremont finds that, as to the effect identified above: 

The project includes means of avoiding or reducing this potentially effect, aa• identified in the Final 
EIR. 

This finding is based on the fact that the project as proposed includes, and the City of Fremont shall 
require the operators of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility to implement, the following 
avoidance measure: 

Avoidance of Water Quality impact 

The City of Fremont proposes to avoid adverse impacts to stormwatcr quality and improve 
the condition of stormwatcr runoff from the existing site by ensuring that the following 
measures are incorporated into the proposed project as conditions of approval of the 
conditional use permit: , . 

• The project will comply with the NPDES (teneral Construction Activity Storm Water 
Permit administered by the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Prior to 
construction grading for the proposed land uses, the applicant may be required to file a 
"Notice of intent" (NOI) to comply with the General Permit and to prepare a Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) which addresses measures that would be 
included in the project to minimize and control construction and post-construction 
runoff. The following measures would be included in the SWPPP: 

• Preclude non-storm water discharges to the storm water system. 
• Effective, site-specific Best Management Practices for erosion and sediment 

control during the construction and }spat-construction periods. 
• Cover soil, equipment, and supplies that could contribute non-visible 

pollution prior to rainfall events or perform monitoring of runoff. 
• Monitor discharges to the storm water system. 

■ The project will submit a copy of the draft SWPPP to the City of Fremont Division of 
Environmental Services for review and approval prior to construction of the project. 
The certified SWPPP will be posted at the project site and will he updated to reflect 
current site conditions. 

■ When the construction phase is complete, a Notice of Termination (N0'1') for the 
General Permit for Construction will he filtxl with the Regional Water Quality Control 

Board and the City of Fremont Division of Environmental Services. The NOT will 
document that all elements of the SWPPP have been executed, construction materials 
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and waste have been properly disposed of, and a post-construction storm water 
management plan is in place as described in the SWPPP for the site. 

. The project will comply with the City of Fremont Grading Ordinance, including 
erosion- and dust-control during site preparation and with the City of Fremont zoning 
ordinance requirement for keeping adjacent streets free of dirt and mud during 
construction. The following specific measures would he implemented to prevent storm 
water pollution and minimize potential sedimentation during construction: 

• restricting grading to the dry season or meet City requirements for grading 
during the rainy season; 

• using Best Management Practices to retain sediment on the project site; 
• providing temporary cover of disturbed surfaces to help control erosion 

during construction:, 
• providing permanent ground cover to stabilize the disturbed surfaces after 

construction has been completed. 

• The project design would include features to minimize nonpoint source pollutants from 
entering the storm drain system. Such features will include placement of effective, 
sediment control features, such as fiber rolls, along the edge of the ripailau corridor or 
project boundary nearest the corridor during construction. Post construction runoff 
will be controlled by rock-filled swales and/or inlet filters. 

' As part of the mitigation for post-construction runoff impacts addressed in the SWPPP, 
the project will implement regular maintenance activities (i.e., sweeping, maintaining 
swales, cleaning storm water inlet filters, litter control) at the site to prevent soil, 
grease, and litter from accumulating on the project site and contaminating surface 
runoff. Storm water catch basins will be stenciled to discourage illegal dumping. 

Bazartious Materials impacts 

The proposed project does not include use or storage of substantial quantities of hazardous materials 
other than used motor oil collected for recycling. The used oil will initially he stored in an 
aboveground drum or tank, depending on the quantities received. Other hazardous materials that 
may be used on the site in small quantities could include oil or solvents for minor vehicular 
maintenance, cleaning supplies, and fertilizers and pesticides for maintaining the landscaping. 
Occasionally, hazardous materials may he found on the tipping floor of the TS/MRF. The spotters 
working in the TS/MRF will he trained to recognize hazardous materials, and to deal with them 
appropriately. Such materials will be segregated in bins kept on or near the tipping floor for that 
purpose. They will be kept in locked storage and recorded on a manifest until they can be removed 
from the site by a licensed hauler. Depending on the quantities and types of materials found, 
materials found on the tipping floor may he stored in the Household Hazardous Waste facility until 
removed. 

Most of the material brought to the Household Hazardous Waste facility will he paint, batteries, used 
oil and oil filters, and aerosol cans, plus smaller quantities of pesticides, herbicides, solvents, 
antifieeze and similar materials. The facility will not accept explosives, radioactive materials, or 
medical waste. The materials will be stored temporarily inside the designated Household Hazardous 
Waste building, in segregated containers that separate incompatible substances. All household 
hazardous waste will he removed at regular intervals by licensed haulers and taken to facilities for 
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recycling (thr oil, paint, and some solvents) or disposal. The acceptance and temporary storage of 
Household Hazardous Waste received from residents and small businesses in the area would not 
create a significant source of potential risk for off-site effects that would adversely impact nearby 
land uses. 

The City of Fremont finds that, as to the effect identified above: 

The project includes means of avoiding or reducing this potentially effect, as identified  in the Final 
EIR. 

This finding is based on the fact that the project as proposed includes, and the City of Fremont shall 
require the operators of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility to implement, the following 
avoidance measure: 

Avoidance of Hazardous Materials Impact: 

The proposed project will confonn to all relevant laws and regulations which will ensure that 
impacts associated with hazardous materials will be leas than significant. This includes: 

) The TS/MRF facility operator will obtain permits from and submit to inspections by 
the Fremont Fire Department for both the main TS/MRF building and operation of 
the household hazardous waste turn-in facility to ensure compliance with relevant 
local, state and federal regulations regarding industrial operations, as well as the 
management of hazardous materials, 

... 

> The proposed TS/MRF includes a system for training workers and providing them 
with informational reminders on the most appropriate ways of avoiding risk and 
injury from on-site activities. 

III. EFFECTS THAT CANNOT BE MITIGATED TO A LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT 
LEVEL 

The following significant cumulative impact would not be mitigated to a less than significant level, 
even with the implementation of the identified mitigation measures that are set forth below. In 
addition to the specific findings noted below, the City of Fremont has determined that specific 
economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible the project 
alternatives identified in the Final Elk. A discussion of project alternatives is provided in Section IV 

of this document. 

The City of Fremont has determined the impact identified below is acceptable because of overriding 
economic, social or other considerations, as described in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 
As required by CEQA, the Statement of Overriding Considerations is presented in Section V of these 

Findings. 

Cumulative Regional Air Oualitv impact 

A project's contribution to cumulative impacts is considered significant when that contribution 
would create a cumulatively considerable addition to the overall impacts from past, current and 

probable future projects. The Final FIR identifies five approved but not yet built development 
projects near the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility site. While the project includes 
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mitigation to reduce its own impacts to a level that is below the threshold of significance identified 
for nitrogen oxides emissions by the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines, the impacts on regional air 
quality from this proposed project considered in combination with the air quality impacts of the five 
reasonably foreseeable projects identified in the Final EIR, would exceed that threshold in the near 
term. This would he a significant cumulative impact on regional air quality. 

The City of Fremont finds that as to such significant effects identified above: 

The project includes mitigation measures which would lessen the project's contribution to 
significant cumulative environmental effects. as identified in the Final Elk but such efliects would 
continue to be significant. 

Mttintlop or Avoidance of Cumulative RcEional Air Quality Inlapet 

As discussed in Section I above, the project includes an aggressive program for reducing its own 
near term air quality impacts, including the incorporation of new technology to reduce project-
specific impacts. In the far term (2020), the air quality analysis found that the project's individual air 
quality impacts will be reduced to a less than significant level as new technology, developed in 
conformance with current regulatory requirements, is implemented by this and other developments. 
The regional Clean Air Plan also found that the region would conform to state and federal standards 
by 2020, through implementation of the.adopted Clean Air Plan. 

The CEQA Guidelines advise that an EIR needs to examine "reasonable, feasible options for 
mitigating or avoiding the project's contribution" to any significant cumulative effects 

i i [§15130(b)(3)). The Guidelines also state that the only feasible mitigation for cumulative impacts 
"may involve the adoption of ordinances or regulations rather than the imposition of conditions on a 
project-by-project basis" [§15130(c)]. Based on the discussion in the Final EIR, it is concluded that 
ongoing conformance with current and proposed regulatory programs will ultimately reduce regional 
air pollution in the Bay Area air basin to acceptable levels. Even with the project mitigation to 
reduce project-specific impacts to below the level of significance, the cumulative impact of 
foreseeable future projects will be significant until implementation of future technological 
improvements reduces the impacts from all of these sources. The cumulative impact will remain 
significant and unavoidable in the near term. 

The City of Fremont also finds that as to such significant effects identified above: 

Specific economic, legal, social, technological or other considerations make infeasible the project 
alternatives identified in the Elk 

IV. FEASIBILITY AND EFFECTIVENESS OF ALTERNATIVES 

The City of Fremont considered nine alternatives in the proposed project in the Final EIR. In 
addition the proposed project itself evaluated the impacts of using two possible landfills. 
Alternatives to the proposed project evaluated in the Final EIR included: (1) an alternative location 
for the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility on Boscell Road; (2) an alternative location for 
the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility at the Tri-Cities Recycling and Disposal Facility 
site; (3) an alternative landfill location at the Tri-Cities Recycling and Disposal Facility site; (4) en 

1 alternative landfill location at Vasco Road Sanitary Landfill; (5) an alternative in which both the 
Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility and the landfill would be located at Newby Island; (6) 
an alternative in which the existing Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility on Davis Street in 
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San Leandro and the Altamont Sanitary Landfill would be utilized; (7) an alternative in which the 
municipal solid waste transferred from the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility would be 
hauled in railroad can; (8) an alternative in which the municipal solid waste transferred from the 
Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility would be hauled in a pod system; and (9) a No Project 
alternative. 

The two project alternatives evaluated equally in the Final EIR were the use of the Forward Sanitary 
Landfill in San Joaquin County, and the use of the Altamont Sanitary Landfill in Alameda County. 
A summary of the two project alternatives evaluated in the Final FIR follows. 

The characteristics, impacts, and feasibility of each of the nine alternatives to the proposed project 
that were evaluated in detail in the Final EIR are discussed below. . 

A. Two Project Alternatives 

The Final EIR evaluated two project alternatives. Both alternatives included a Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility at 41149 Royce Road in Fremont. In one alternative, waste 
would be transferred from the Boyce Road facility to the existing Forward Sanitary I .and fill in San 
Joaquin County; in the other alternative, waste would be transferred from the Boyce Road facility to 
the existing Altamont Sanitary Landfill in Alameda County. 

Both landfills are fully permitted and have sufficient capacity under their existing permits to accept 
all of the municipal solid waste that could be transferred to them under the proposed project. 

The Final EIR found that delivery of municipal solid waste to itte Forward Landfill would require 
more vehicle miles traveled by transfer trucks, would use more diesel fuel, and would generate more 
air pollution in two air basins than would the delivery of the same amount of municipal solid waste 
to the Altamont Landfill. The use of the Altamont Landfill would, therefore, be more consistent with 
the identified project objective to manage the City's municipal solid waste in an efficient and cost 
effective manner consistent with the state requirement that the City make adequate provision for 
solid waste handling. The use of either landfill would be equally consistent with all other project 
goals and objectives identified in the Final EIR. 

B. Alternatives to the Proposed Project 

Alternative 1: Boscell Road Alternative Location for the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery 
Facility 

Description of Alternative 1: 

Under this alternative the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility proposed by the project to be 
located on Boyce Road would instead he located on the southwesterly side of Boscell Road, 
approximately 2,000 feet southeast of the proposed Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility 
location. This was one of the alternative Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility locations 
evaluated by the City of Fremont in the previously prepared EIR and was originally selected as the 
project site for the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility. 

All other aspects of the project other than the location of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery 
Facility, including the on-site uses and the quantities of materials handled and the traffic generated, 
would be the same as for the proposed project. 

12 

Board Meeting  Agenda Item 36 

July 19-20, 2005  Attachment 4 



Board Meeting Agenda Item 36 

July 19-20, 2005 Attachment 4 

Impacts/Feasibility of Alternative 1: 

The Boscel I Road site and the groundwater beneath the site has been contaminated with hazardous 
materials. The site would have to be cleaned up before it could be used for the proposed project, 
The use of the alternative site would therefore be.morc costly and more time consuming. 

All other impacts of this alternative, including the impacts associated with landfilling the municipal 
solid waste at the Altamont landfill, would be the same or comparable with those from the proposed 
project. 
Although the location of the proposed transfer station/materials recovery facility at this site could 
entail significantly higher costs and delay in commencing operations, it is potentially feasible.  

Reasons for Relectin2 this Alternative: 

The additional cost and time delay associated with this alternative would not be consistent with the 
following project objectives: 

To manage the City's municipal solid waste in an efficient and cost-effective manner consistent with 
the state requirement that the City make adequate provision for solid waste handling. 

To site a Transfer Station Materials Recovery Facility that is operational as close as possible to the 
closure date of the Tri—City Recycling and Disposal Facility (landfill) to avoid disruption in the 
City's municipal solid waste collection and disposal system. 

d • 

Alternative 2: TCRDF Alternative Location for the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility 
Desetiption of Alternative 2: 

This alternative would place the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility on some portion of the 
existing TCRDF property. One possible location on the TCRDF property is the area currently used 
for processing and recycling of concrete and asphalt. The TCRDF property is at the westerly 
terminus of Auto Mall Parkway. The possible Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility location 
could include approximately 17 acres behind the existing maintenance facility near the landfill 
entrance. This site is approximately 5,000 feet from the proposed Transfer Station/Materials 
Recovery Facility site. 

All other aspects of the project other than the location of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery 
Facility, including the on-site uses and the quantities of materials handled and the traffic generated, 
would be the same as for the proposed project. 

Impacts/Feasibility of Alternative 2: 

Impacts of landfilling the material would he similar to those from the proposed project. 

Land directly adjacent to the TC.RDF property to the north, in the City of Newark, is designated for 
future residential development. Land adjacent to the TCRDF property to the west and south are part 
of the Don Edwards National Wildlife Refuge. Planned nearby land uaos include a trail, a transit 
station, and an expansion of the Refuge. Land use impacts from operating the Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility at this location could be more significant than from the proposed 
project. There is an increased likelihood that impacts from noise, dust, litter, and light spillover 
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could adversely impact planned and approved land uses in the vicinity, and could significantly 
impact special status species and/or habitats on the site and in the vicinity. 

The City does not have sufficient information to determine whether or not the geology and soils on 
this alternative site are suitable for the structure that would he required for the Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility. The TCRDF property is within a 100-year flood zone, which 
could mean that floodwaters would be more likely to impact a facility and the reliability of access to 
a facility on this site. The presence of a landfill on the property means that ongoing measures for 
controlling methane and other landfill gases will be required on the site, and could also require 
special design measures for any structure built on the property. 

All of these identified circumstances (weak soils, flood zone, landfill gases), could require special 
building design to mitigate or avoid significant impacts, but are unlikely to result in significant 
unavoidable impacts. 

The City's zoning would allow siting a Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility on this site with 
a Conditional Use Permit. The General Plan specifically allows for locating a Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility near the l'CRDF landfill site. In addition to the permits required 
for a Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility, this site may also require revision of the landfill's 
RDSI and Closure Plan. 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San 
Francisco Bay Region, are among the public agencies which have permit authority over any 
proposed expulsion or additional use of the TCRDF. In its written comments on the prior EIR, the 
Army Corps stated that expansion of the TCRDF, or constructtn of a Transfer Station/Materials 
Recovery Facility on existing diked baylands at the TCRDF, would impact portions of jurisdictional 
waters of the United States, and that a permit would be required and would only be granted upon a 
demonstration that the proposed fill was necessary because there are no practical alternatives. Based 
upon the information in that previous EIR regarding the existence of other viable alternatives that do 
not propose fill in any jurisdictional waters of the United Sates and have less impact on special 
aquatic sites, the Army Corps indicated that it could not issue a permit for expansion of the TCRDF 
because it is not the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative. 

Likewise, the Regional Board indicated in its letter that expansion of the TCRDF, or construction of 
a Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility on existing diked baylonds at the TCRDF, would not 
be permissible to the Regional Board because, among other things, it is located on diked baylands 
that are historic water bodies and are subject to jurisdiction as "waters of the State." Such an 
expansion would be subject to the San Francisco Bay Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan), 
which specifically states that the Regional Board will not approve further expansion of Bayfront 
landfills into wetlands, and prohibits all discharges of fill material into jurisdictional waters unless a 
proposed discharge constitutes the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative that will 
achieve the basic project purpose. Additionally, such an expansion would be prohibited by statewide 
landfill siting regulations, which were developed after the construction of the TCRDF in 1967. 

In light of these agencies' written comments that they would not permit expansion of the TCRDF as 
a landfill or construction of a Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility at the TCRDF site, there 
is significant uncertainty as to whether those agencies would permit a Transfer Station/Materials 
Recovery Facility to be located on the same site, and reason to believe that the necessary permit 
application and review processes are likely to be complex and time-consuming. There is, therefore, 
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significant uncertainty that the process could be completed and the site permitted within the 
timeframe necessary to meet the City's current needs. 

The identified constraints on the site (soils and geology, landfill gas, flood zone, proximity to special 
status species) are also likely to require special design of any facility at this location, which would 
fitrther extend the time and costs of proposing and implementing a facility and program at this 
location. 

Reasons for Relectine this Alternative: 

This alternative would not be environmentally superior to the proposed project and is subject to 
uncertainty as to whether it could be implemented at all. If this alternative could be implemented, it 
is likely to require substantially more timc than the proposed project. Based on information that is 
presently available to the City of Fremont, this alternative would be inconsistent with the following 
project objectives: 

To site a Transfer Station Materials Recovery Facility that is operational as close us possible to the 
closure date of the Tn.-City Recycling and Disposal Facility (landfill) to avoid disruption in the 
City's municipal solid waste collection and disposal system. 

To provide a state of the art facility that minimizes visual, odor, noise and litter impacts. 

This alternative may not be feasible. 

i i  Alternative 3: TCRDF Alternative Landfill Location •`• 
Description of Alternative ,:i: 

This alternative would involve expanding the existing sanitary landfill operation at TCRDF to the 
areas of the site designated as Areas 2 and 3 under the original conditional use permit. All of the 
waste would be hauled to TCRDF, which would not require the operation of a transfer station. A 
materials recovery facility for increasing recycling would still be included in this alternative. 

In order for TCRDF to continue to operate as a sanitary landfill, permits allowing for an expansion 
would be required. It is not known what form of CEQA documentation would be required by the 
State agencies (Regional Board, LEA, and CIWMB). Prior to implementation, this alternative 
would, at least, require that detailed design plans for a landfill that conforms to current local, State 
and federal requirements be prepared, and appropriate permits would need to be considered and 
approved by the Regional Board, the CIWMB, and the I.F.A before the landfill could or would be 
permitted to expand. Once all of the entitlements are granted, should they be approved, site 
preparation would then be necessary before the new landfill expansion area could begin accepting 
waste for disposal. 

Since TCRDF is a local facility, landfilling waste at this location would not require operation of a 
transfer station. The City's objectives for this project include the provision of a convenient H1-1W 
turn-in facility and creation of a system that can sort commercial waste and other designated loads to 
achieve the additional increment of waste diversion assumed in the materials recovery function of 
the proposed project. It is, thereflire, assumed that the City would still need to puristic siting a 
materials recovery facility to increase diversion of its solid waste, either on the TCRDF site as 
described under Alternative 2 above, elsewhere on the •1'CRDF site, or on a different site. 
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Impacts/Feasibility of Alternative 3: 

A substantial expansion of the existing TCRDF landfill would result in a significant loss of 
approximately 72 acres of open space, and would create a substantially greater obstruction to nearby 
scenic views. Litter and dust associateertil expanded landfill operations could adversely impact 
the nearby Refuge and other sensitive uses planned or approved in the vicinity. The noise associated 
with operating an expanded landfill at this location could also impacts birds and their breeding 
habitat in the nearby Refuge. Expansion of the landfill might impact jurisdictional wetlands or other 
sensitive habitat on the site or nearby. 

This alternative would result in a substantial reduction in truck traffic, less use of diesel fuel, and a 
reduction in air quality impacts because the transfer of municipal solid waste to an out-of-town 
landfill would not be required with this alternative. 

The expansion of the existing landfill at TCRDF must meet cun•ent federal landfill design standards. 
The design, preparation of plans, permit approval process, site preparation, and implementation for 
an expansion of the TCRDF landfill is not known to the City of Fremont to have begun at this point 
in time. 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San 
Francisco Bay Region, are among the public agencies which have permit authority over any 
proposed expansion or additional use of the TCRDF. In its written comments on the prior EIR, the 
Army Corps stated that expansion of the TCRDF would impact portions of jurisdictional waters of 
the United State, and that a permit would he required and would only be granted upon a 
demonstration that the proposed fill was necessary because the are no practical alternatives. Based 
upon the information in that previous ER regarding the existence of other viable alternatives that do 
not propose fill in any jurisdictional waters of the United States and have the least impact on special 
aquatic sites, the Army Corps indicated that it could not issue a permit for expansion of the TCRDF 
because it is not the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative. 

Likewise, the Regional Board indicated in its letter commenting on the City's previously prepared 
EIR that expansion of the TCRDF would not be permissible to the Regional Board because, among 
other things, it is located on diked baylands that are historic water bodies and are subject to 
jurisdiction as "waters of the State". Such an expansion would be subject to the San Francisco Bay 
Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan), which specifically states that the Regional Board will not 
approve further expansion of Bayfront landfills into wetlands, and prohibits all discharges of fill 
material into jurisdictional waters unless a proposed discharge constitutes the least environmentally 
damaging practicable alternative that will achieve the basic project purpose. Additionally, such an 
expansion would he prohibited by statewide landfill siting regulations, which were developed after 
the construction of the TCRDF in 1967. 

In light of these agencies' written comments that they would not permit expansion of the TCRDF as 
a landfill, there is significant uncertainty about the expansion of the TCRDF landfill, including: (1) 
whether and under what circumstances the Corps of Engineers and/or the Regional Board would 
pennit the landfill to expand, (2) the necessary permit application and review processes are likely to 
be complex and time-consuming, and (3) it is unlikely that the process could be completed and the 
site permitted within the time:frill/lc necessary to meet the City's current needs. 

Given the current status of permitting landfill expansion, it could take several years to complete the 
technical studies, design development, and permitting processes before the site could accept waste. 
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This means TCRDF would not he in a position to accept additional waste for several years after 
closing the current landfill. This is not consistent with the project objective that the facility be 
operational as close as possible to the closure date of the current Tri-City Recycling and Disposal 
Facility landfill to avoid disruption in the City's municipal solid waste collection and disposal 
system. 

Reasons for Rejectinz this Alternative; 

Although this alternative would result in a reduction in truck traffic, less use of diesel fuel, and less 
air quality impacts, it would result in greater land use and biotics impacts. This alternative would 
not be environmentally superior to the proposed project and is subject to uncertainty as to whether it 
could be implemented at all. If this alternative could be implemented, it is likely to require 
substantially more time than the proposed project. Based on infontation that is presently available 
to the City of Fremont. this alternative would be inconsistent with the following project objectives: 

To site a Transfer Station Materials Recovery Facility that is operational as close as possible to the 
closure date of the Tri-City Recycling and Disposal Facility (landfill) to avoid disruption in the 
City's municipal solid waste collection and disposal system. 

To provide a minimum 20 year waste disposal capacity and/or service to the City of Fremont, and 
possibly to the Cities of Newark, and Union City. 

To provide a state of the art facility that minimizes visual, odor, noise and litter impacts. 

) This alternative may not be feasible. `'• 

Alternative 4: Vasco Road Alternative Landfill Location 
Description of Alternative 4; 

The Vasco Road landfill is an existing sanitary landfill owned and operated by Republic industries. 
The landfill is approximately 30 miles from the proposed Transfer Station/Materials Recovery 
Facility site. The current permitted gate capacity of the landfill is 2,518 TPD, and it is presently 
receiving approximately 1,500 tons per day. There is not currently sufficient capat:ity at this landfill 
for all of the waste that would be transferred from the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility 
under the proposed project. 

This alternative includes the proposed•Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility on Boyce Road. 
For this alternative, the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility is assumed to function as 
proposed, but in the near-term, two-thirds of the transfer vehicles hauling waste would take the 
material to Vasco Road Landfill for lnndfilling and one-third would haul waste to Forward Landfill. 
In the far term, approximately half of the vehicles would take material to Vas,1) Road and the 
remainder would continue to Forward Landfill. 

All other aspects of the project pertaining to the operation of the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery 
Facility, including the on-site uses and the quautitics of materials handled and the traffic generated, 
would be the same as for the proposed project. 

impacts/Feasibility of Alternative 4: 
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This alternative would result in more vehicle miles traveled, more use of diesel fuel, and more air 
pollution, than the proposed use of the Altamont landfill and fewer impacts than transfer of the waste 
to Forward landfill. 

Because this alternative would include use of two existing, permitted landfills, it would result in 
more impacts at those. landfills than are currently occurring. ft would not, however, cause the 
permitted capacity of either landfill to be exceeded and would not result in impacts at either landfill 
that are different or more significant than the impacts addressed in the EIRs prepared for each 
landfill. 

The use of two facilities for disposal of solid waste could potentially be inconsistent with the 
objective of managing the City's municipal solid waste in an efficient manner. 

Reasons for Reiectinp this Alternative: 

Because the Vasco Road landfill does not have sufficient capacity to dispose of all of the waste that 
would be transferred from the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility, and dividing the waste 
stream between two landfills likely would be logistically more complex and more expensive than the 
proposed project, this alternative is potentially inconsistent with the following project objective: 

To manage the City's municipal solid waste in an efficient and cost-effective manner consistent with 
the state requirement that the City make adequate provision for solid waste handling. 

In addition, this alternative would have significantly greater environmental impacts than the 
proposed project due to the larger number of vehicle miles drittn and consequent greater 
consumption of diesel fuel and generation of air pollution. 

Alternative 5: Alternative Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility and Landfill Location at 
Newby Island 

Description of Alternative 5: 

This alternative would include hauling all of the waste and recyclables from the Tri-Cities to the 
Newby Island Recyclery and Sanitary Landfill, in San Josd. Newby Island is approximately six 
miles from the proposed Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility site. Newby Island presently 
has sufficient gate capacity in the short term only for the City of Fremont's franchise waste, although 
it may have capacity in the long term for all three of the Tri-Cities' waste, depending on changes in 
contracts or gate capacity. 

For this alternative, it is assumed that all of the waste and recyclables would he hauled directly in 
their collection vehicles to Newby Island. Source separated recyclables would be processed at the 
Recyclery at Newby Island. 

Impacts/Feasibility of Alternative 5: 

This alternative would avoid all impacts associated with siting and operating a new Transfer 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility at the proposed location. Impacts of having the waste and 
recycling collection vehicles drive to Newby Island would result in greater traffic impacts, more use 
of diesel Iiicl, and greater air quality impacts than the proposed project. 
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Because this alternative would include use of an existing landfill and materials recovery facility, it 

1 ) 
would result in more impacts at those facilities than are currently occurring. It would not, however, 
cause the permitted capacity of either the landfill or the materials recovery facility to be exceeded 
and would not result in impacts that are different or more significant than the impacts that would 
result from hill utilization of that permitted capacity without the project. 

This alternative would not support the project objective of minimizing haul distances for local 
collection trucks, nor would it provide a convenient location for Fremont residents to turn in 
household hazardous and electronic waste, nor does it provide a 20-year waste disposal capacity for 
the Tri-Cities. This alternative also does not have the capacity needed to accommodate a minimum 
of 20 years capacity for the Tri-Cities and, therefore, does not meet the project objectives. 

Reasons fgr Reiectin2 this Alternative: 

This alternative does not appear to have the capacity needed to accommodate a minimum of 20 years 
capacity for all of the 'Fri Cities and, therefore, does not meet the project objectives. 

This alternative is nut environmentally superior to the proposed project. Based on information 
currently available to the City of Fremont, this alternative would not he consistent with the following 
project objectives: 

To provide a minimum 20 year waste disposal capacity and/or service to the City of Fremont, and 
possibly to the Cities of Newark, and Union City. 

( ) 
To provide additional recycling processing capability to ensurCFremont's continued compliance with 
the state mandated 50 percent diversion goal and assist the City in meeting the City and County 

adopted goal of 75 percent diversion by 2010. 

To minimize haul distances for local collection trucks. 

To provide a convenient location for turning in household hazardous, including electronic waste. 

Alternative 6: Davis Street Alternative Tramfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility Location 
Description of Alternative 6; 

• 
Under this alternative, all waste and recyclables would be transported in the collection vehicles to 

the existing Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility owned and operated by Waste 

Management, Inc., located at 2615 Davis Street in San Leandro. This site is approximately 18 miles 

from the proposed Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility location. The facility is a permitted 

transfer station that takes in and transfers municipal solid waste to Altamont Landfill in eastern 
Alameda County. The facility is also a permitted materials recovery facility that accepts source 

separated recyclables and mixed waste loads and processes the recyclables for off site shipment. At 

the current time, the Davis Street Transfer Station is permitted to accept up to 5,600 tons per day of 

material for processing, and is receiving approximately 2,825 tons per day. 

The Davis Street Transfer Station includes a buy-hack center for recyclables and a turn-in center for 

used oil. 

Under this alternative, all of the collection vehicles and self-haul vehicles originating in Fremont and 

the Tri-Cities area would travel to the Davis Street site and deposit waste and recyclables. The 
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Municipal solid waste would be transferred to transfer trucks and hauled to the Altamont Landfill. 
The recyclables would be separated out in a fashion similar to the proposed project. 

In:tracts/Feasibility of Alternative 6: 

Impacts of landfihiing the material at Altamont Sanitary Landfill for this alternative would be similar 
to those from the proposed project. 

Collection vehicles and vehicles hauling material to the TCRDF landfill site that presently travel on 
streets in Fremont and Newark that are proximate to the TCRDF site would be diverted to different 
routes. Having local collection vehicles travel the distance to the Davis Street facility would result 
in a substantial increase in vehicle miles traveled, would have greater traffic impacts on different 
streets than those impacted by the proposed project, and would utilize more diesel Mel and have 
substantially greater air quality impacts than the proposed project. 

This alternative would not be consistent with the project objective of minimizing haul distances for 
local collection trucks. Because of the travel distance collection vehicles would need to travel to 
Davis Street, collection vehicles would spend substantially more unproductive time while in transit 
to Davis Street than either using the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility on Boyce Road and 
transferring the material to the Altamont Landfill. As.a result, the total number of collection 
vehicles would need to be increased substantially (at a significant cost) in order to meet the City's 
waste collection needs. This alternative would therefore be substantially more expensive than the 
proposed project. 

This alternative would not, therefore, meet the project objectives of (1) minimizing haul distances 
for local collection trucks, or (2) managing the City's municipal solid waste in an efficient and cost 
effective manner, or (3) providing a convenient location for turning in household hazardous waste. 

I I 

Reasons for Rejecting this Alternative: 

Based on information currently available, this alternative appears to be feasible. This alternative is 
not environmentally superior to the proposed project. This alternative would not be consistent with 
the following project objectives: 

To manage the City's municipal solid waste in an efficient and cost-effective manner consistent with 
the state requirement that the City make adequate provision for solid waste handling. 

To process commercial and industrial waste that is currently landfilled and divert approximately 12 
percent of incoming material. 

To minimize haul distances for local collection trucks, 

To provide a convenient location for turning in household hazardous, including electronic waste. 

This alternative would also be more expensive, although the additional increment of expense that 
would he required to modify the existing collection agreements is not known. 

Aker/naive 7: Rail Haul Alternative 
Description of Alternative 7: 
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Under this alternative, municipal solid waste and/or recycled materials would be loaded onto rail 
cars and hauled to a landfill and/or secondary materials processing facilities. There is a spur rail line 
adjacent to the proposed Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility site's southerly boundary. The 
proposed project currently includes baling and shipping recycled paper and cardboard via rail where 
a market with rail access can be identified. This alternative to the pmject would consist of hauling 
municipal solid waste and additional recycled materials (other than paper and cardboard) to 
processing facilities. 

Although the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility site and the existing building both already 
have rail access, changes to the site would be required to accommodate rail haul of municipal solid 
waste. These include: provision of sufficient interior space within the Transfer Station/Materials 
Recovery Facility to store sufficient amounts of all of the commodities to be shipped by rail, and 
construction of a crane or a removable ramp adjacent to the rail spur. The waste could be loaded 
into containers as proposed (in a below grade tunnel), or alternatively by using a mechanical 
compactor to increase the density of the waste, or by other means. It is not known whether there is 
sufficient room on the Bowe Road site for the improvements required for a rail haul alternative, or 
whether there is sufficient capacity along the spur rail line for the railcars needed for a rail haul 
option. 

Impacts/Feasibility of Alternative 7: 

Hauling waste to the landfiil in trains would reduce the impacts of driving trucks on local and 

i ) 
regional roadways, and would reduce the impacts from consuni Rion of diesel fuel and air quality 
impacts. 

This alternative would require construction of various improvements to the Transter 
Station/Materials Recovery Facility to accommodate a rail haul option. This alternative could 
require that some municipal solid waste be retained on site for a longer period than the 24-hour turn-
around time called for in the current project description. There would be visual impacts from the 
increased number of rail cars stored at the Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility. Most rail 
haul projects have taken five to seven years to bring on line. 

This alternative would not be consistent with the project objective to manage the City's municipal 
sold waste in an efficient and cost effective manner. Rail haul of short distances is much more 
expensive than truck haul. Additional costs associated with rail hauling may be as high as $16 to 
$26 per ton, which would cost the City $7.5 million to $16.5 million per year. 

The settlement agreed to by the Altamont Landfill operators after a lawsuit challenged the FIR 
prepared for the landfill expansion, stipulates that the Allamont I andfill cannot utilize rail haul for 
municipal solid waste delivered to the landfill. This alternative would therefore not be feasible for 
the proposed project. 

Reasons for Ref ectino this Alteruntivet 

1 
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Although rail haul would environmentally superioi.  to transferring waste by transfer truck, hauling 
waste to the Altamont Landfill would not be feasible. 'Phis alternative would be inconsistent with 
the following project objectives: 

To manage the City's municipal solid waste in an efficient and cost-effective manner consistent with 
the state requirement that the City make adequate provision for solid waste handling. 

To sitc a Transfer Station Materials Recovery Facility that is operational as close as possible to the 
closure *date of the Tri—City Recycling and Disposal Facility (landfill) to avoid disruption in the 
City's municipal solid waste collection and disposal system. 

Alternative 8: Pod System Alternative 
Description of Alternative 8: 

In this alternative, the City would change the collection vehicles used to pick up waste, Pod system 
collection vehicles require a removable body that compacts waste as it is collected, and then the 
body is detached from the truck bed and is left at a collection point. These "pods" are then collected 

• onto transfer trailers and hauled (two to three at a time) to a disposal site. This alternative would 
avoid the need for a transfer station for the municipal solid waste collected by franchised collection 
vehicles, but would not substitute for a materials recovery facility that would separate recyclables 
from commercial and self-haul loads. This alternative cannot be used for open debris box (roll off) 
waste or for self-haul loads. It also provides no opportunity for household hazardous waste 
collection. 

Because this alternative cannot handle all of the City's entire waste stream, it would still require a i 
..
') 

scaled down Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility which could be located on the same 
property as the proposed project. The proposed Boyce Road site could still be used, but less of the 
existing building would be utilized for the transfer of garbage into transfer trucks. Instead, an 
outdoor area would need to be utilized as storage for empty pods, a drop-off for filled pods, and a 
pick-up site for long haul vehicles that would transport the filled pods to the landfill, 

Impacts/Feasibility of Alternative 8: 

Since the pod units are heavier than the transfer trucks used to haul waste to a landfill, this system 
may transfer incrementally less waste per trip than the proposed transfer trucks in order to maintain a 
legal weight on California roads. This alternative could, therefore, generate more truck traffic and 
associated air pollution. • 

This alternative would not reduce or avoid any of the impacts of the proposed project. 

This alternative would not meet the project's objective of managing the City's municipal solid waste 
in an efficient and cost effective manner consistent with the state requirement that the City make 
adequate provision for solid waste handling because this alternative would require the City's existing 
franchise waste hailler,13F1, to replace its current fleet of collection vehicles. Since the City's 
existing contract with BF1 does not mandate that .13F1 pay the costs of changing its vehicles, this cost 
would have to be absorbed by the City. 'fins alternative may also not be fully consistent with the 
objective of processing commercial and industrial waste that is currently landfilled, thereby diverting 

. at least 12 percent of incoming material. 
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The need to renegotiate the collection contract with BFI in order to change the collection equipment 
might result in delays that would be inconsistent with the objective of having a facility operational as 
close as possible to the closure date for the TCRDF landfill. 

Reasons for Reicetiaz this Alternative: 

This alternative would not be environmentally superior to the proposed project, and based on 
information presently available to the City of Fremont, would be inconsistent with the following 
project objectives: 

To manage the City's municipal solid waste in an efficient and cost effective manner consistent with 
the state requirement that the City make adequate provision for solid waste handling. 

To provide additional recycling processing capability to ensure Fremont's continued compliance with 
the state mandated 50 percent diversion goal and assist the City in meeting the City and County 
adopted goal of 75 percent diversion by 2010. 

To process commercial and industrial waste that is currently landfilled and divert approximately 12 
percent of' incoming material. 

Because this alternative would require the City's collection contractor to replace all collection 
vehicles, it would be substantially more expensive than the proposed project. 

Alternative 9: No Project 
Description of Alternative 9: ,.. 

If the City does not approve the proposed Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility and takes no 
action to create a new transfer facility or landfill, the City's solid waste must, under State law, still 
continue to be collected and it will still need to he disposed at a landfill. The two options that would 
require minimal discretionary action and the fewest long term changes in the existing physical 
environment are having the City's municipal solid waste direct hauled in the collection vehicles to 
either the Newby Island landfill/materials recovery facility or to the Davis Street transfer station. 
The No Project Alternative would, therefore, be the same as either Alternatives 5 or 6 or, above, 

XInPacts/Fessibilitv of Alternative 9; 

Alternative 5 may not be feasible because the Newby Island Landfill does not have sufficient 
permitted gate capacity to accept all of the municipal solid waste from the three Tri-Cities that would 
need to be landfilled. If the scope of the project is reduced to include only the City of Frernont's 
franchise municipal solid waste, the waste can be hauled to Newby Island, If the Newby Island 
Alternative is downsized to only include the franchise municipal solid waste generated within the 
City of Fremont, the hauling of that municipal solid waste directly to Newby Island would result in 
fewer adverse air quality and other environmental impacts than the proposed project. However, that 
downsized alternative would not provide the additional recycling capacity, nor a convenient 
household hazardous waste and electronic waste turn-in facility, both of which the City of Fremont 
considers essential for this project. The absence at' these essential environmental programs makes 
this alternative environmentally inferior. 
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Alternative 6 would have greater impacts than the proposed project and is not consistent with the 
project objectives of minimizing haul distances for local collection trucks, or of providing a 
convenient location for turning in household hazardous and electronic waste. 

Reasons for Retectin2 this Alternative: 

Since solid waste and recycling must he managed, with or without a new transfer station, this 
alternative is not clearly environmentally superior. Additionally, this alternative is not consistent 
with the following project objectives: 

To manage the City's municipal solid waste in an efficient and cost effective manner consistent with 
the state requirement that the City make adequate provision for solid waste handling. 

To provide a minimum 20 year waste disposal capacity and/or service to the City of Fremont, and 
possibly to the Cities of Newark, and Union City.  

To provide additional recycling processing capability to ensure Fremont's continued compliance with 
the state mandated 50 percent diversion goal and assist the City in meeting the City and County 
adopted goal of 75 percent diversion by 2010. 

To process commercial and industrial waste that is currently landfilled and divert approximately 12 
percent of incoming material. 

To minimize haul distances for local collection trucks. 
,... 

To provide a convenient location for turning in household hazardous, including electronic waste. 

V. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

The Final BM identifies a significant unavoidable cumulative impact from the project 
that cannot be mitigated to a less than significant level. The City Council of the City of Fremont 
finds that there arc specific overriding economic, legal, social, technological or other benefits of the 
project, as set forth below, which outweigh the significant effects on the environment. 

STATEMENT   OF FACTSSUPPORTING STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING 
CONSIDERATIONS  

The City of Fremont has concluded that the project consisting of revisions to its waste 
management system, as proposed and with identified mitigation measures, is the most capable of 
meeting the City's objectives with the least environmental impact. Pursuant to Section 21081 of the 
Public Resources Code, prior to approving a project that has identified unavoidable significant 
impacts, the City Council is required to find that there arc specific overriding economic, legal, social, 
tecimotogical or other benefits of the project which outweigh the significant effects on the 
environment. The unavoidable significant effect on the environment is set forth in Section III above. 
The findings supporting a determination that there are overriding considerations for moving forward 
with the project despite that significant effect follow. 

Specific Overriding Benefits: 
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Significant Effect: Cumulative Regional Air Quality Impact. 

Benefits and Findings of Fact: All feasible mitigation measures, as listed in detail above in 
Sections 1 and II, have been identified and required as part of the Final E1R and Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Plan. As noted in Section III, all feasible mitigation measures were 
adopted. 

By approving this project, the City of Fremont will ensure that municipal milid waste disposal, a 
service which is essential to the public health and welfare of its citizens, will continue to be provided 
in an efficient and cost-effective manner over the long term; will avoid disruption in existing solid 
waste collection and disposal services caused by the closure of the Tri-City Recycling and Disposal 
Facility; and will continue to increase the City's rate of diversion of recyclable materials from its 
waste stream, in compliance with state law and City and County adopted goals. The project will 
accomplish these objectives with less expense and delay and with less environmental impacts than 
other alternatives considered by and available to the City. In addition, the project will generate 
surcharges and other fees on waste disposed of at the Altamont Landfill that will support municipal 
recycling and waste reduction programs, wildlife habitat and open space acquisition, education and 
other programs, which will have beneficial environmental and community impacts. 

Efficient and Cost-Effective Municipal Solid Waste Disposal. 

The City has an interest in continuing to provide its residents with efficient and cost-effective 
municipal solid waste collection and disposal services, which is essential to the public health and 
welfare of its citizens. It also has an interest in avoiding any disruption in existing solid waste 
collection and disposal services that may be caused when the Iri-City Recycling and Disposal 
Facility reaches capacity in approximately December 2004. tie proposed project would further 
those interests with less expense, delay and uncertainty and with less or equivalent environmental 
impacts as any of the project alternatives considered in the Final EIR. As set forth in the Final BIR 
and staff reports, selecting Altamont Landfill will save the City approximately $14 to $15 million 
(net present value $8 to $8.5 million) over the 20-year contract term compared to Forward Landfill, 
with a lower net initial cost per ton and a lower contract cost for the term, and at rates that will be 
less affected by inflation. At the same time, the project will require transfer trucks to travel a shorter 
distance to the selected landfill, resulting in less serious environmental impacts on air quality, 
highway traffic, and fuel consurription. Other alternatives considered by the City are uncertain or 
speculative, would not further key project objectives, or would be more expensive or have greater 
environmental impacts. 

Increased Diversion of Recyclable Mrtterial,5.- 

The City also has an interest in continuing to increase its diversion of recyclable materials from its 
waste stream, as required by state law and by City and County adopted local goals. The project will 
assist the City in continuing to increase its diversion rate and to meet its goal of diverting 75 percent 
by weight of all municipal solid waste by 2010. Other alternatives considered by the City are less 
likely to achieve this key project objective. 

Beneficial Environmental Impacts And Other can k3VICts. 

The City's approval of the project will also contribute to the funding of various programs that may 
have beneficial environmental and community impacts. In particular, as discussed in more detail in 
the FIR, the City's approval of a project including disposal at the Altamont Landfill will generate 
.surcharges tinder Measure D that will be disbursed in part to the City of Fremont to support the 
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continuation and expansion of municipal recycling programs, and in part will support various grant 
and other countywide waste reduction programs administered by the Alameda County Source 
Reduction and Recycling Board. h 1 addition, under the settlement agreement governing the 
Altamont Landfill, solid waste disposed of by the City at that landfill also will be subject to 
surcharges that will lint(' open space and wildlife habitat acquisition, recycling and diversion 
education programs and job training programs, and various other programs. These programs are 
expected to have beneficial environmental and community impacts that would not occur, or would 
not be funded at the same levels, lithe City chose one of the other project alternatives discussed in 
the EIR. 

Finally, the project will also generate new employment opportunities and property tax revenues. The 
transfer station and materials recovery facility will provide approximately 115 new jobs. In 
addition, once the improvements to the existing vacant building on the transfer station site have been 
completed, the facility is expected to generate approximately $15,000 in increased annual property 
tax revenues to the City. 

Conclusion. 

To the extent that any environmental impacts attributable to the project remain unmitigated, the City 
of Fremont has determined that such significant impacts arc acceptable in light of the overriding 
social, economic and ether benefits set forth here, in the EIR and in the administrative record. 
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

Resolution 2005-226 

Consideration Of A New Solid Waste Facilities Permit (Transfer/Processing Facility) For The 
Fremont Transfer And Recycling Station, Alameda County 

WHEREAS, BLT Enterprises of Fremont, Inc. proposes to operate a transfer station and 
materials recovery facility and a food diversion facility; and 

WHEREAS, the Alameda County Division of Environmental Health, Department of 
Environmental Health, Office of Solid and Medical Waste, acting as the Local Enforcement 
Agency (LEA), has submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence with, or objection to, a 
new Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Fremont Recycling and Transfer Station; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Fremont Planning Department, Lead Agency for California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), prepared an Environmental Impact Report State 
Clearinghouse (SCH) # 20011220003 for the facility; and 

WHEREAS, a Final EIR was certified and a Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) was 
adopted by the City of Fremont on December 16, 2003; and 

WHEREAS, a Notice of Determination (NOD) was filed with the Office of Planning and 
Research on December 18, 2003; the NOD indicated that this project would have a significant 
effect on the environment and that a SOC was adopted for the project; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the environmental effects of the project as presented in 
the EIR and finds that there are no feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures within 
the Board's authority that would substantially lessen or avoid any significant effect the project 
will have on the environment, and finds further that the proposed permit is consistent with the 
California Environmental Quality Act; and 

WHEREAS, the Lead Agency adopted Findings for each significant environmental effect of the 
project, which Findings the Board has considered and hereby adopts as its own, and which Findings 
demonstrate that for each significant environmental effect of the project: i) changes or alterations 
were required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant 
environmental effect as identified in the EIR; ii) that such changes or alterations are not within the 
Lead Agency's jurisdiction but, instead, are in the jurisdiction of another public agency and have 
been or can and should be imposed by that agency; or iii) that specific considerations make 
infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the final EIR, and 

(over) 
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(over) 
 



WHEREAS, the Lead Agency adopted a SOC which states that although the project will cause 
significant unavoidable and irreversible air quality environmental impacts that will remain even after 
the adoption of feasible mitigation measures, the proposed project will provide for efficient and cost 
effective municipal solid waste disposal and will provide economic and social benefits that are 
sufficient to outweigh the project's adverse impacts as more fully described in the SOC; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the SOC and for the reasons stated therein and on the basis 
of evidence before the Board, including, among other things, the EIR, the staff report for this agenda 
item and testimony and other evidence submitted at the meeting of the Board's Permitting and 
Enforcement Committee on August 8, 2005, and to this Board, the Board hereby adopts the SOC as 
its own Statement of Overriding Considerations; and 

WHEREAS, the LEA has certified that the application package is complete and correct, and that 
the proposed permit is consistent with the CEQA documents that were prepared for the project; 
and 

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for consistency with the standards 
adopted by the Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Board fmds the proposed permit is consistent with CEQA; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the proposed permit is in conformance with the Countywide 
Integrated Waste Management Plan; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board concurs with the issuance of the Solid Waste Facility Permit No. 01-AA-0297. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned Executive Director, or his designee, of the California Integrated Waste 
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management 
Board held on August 16-17, 2005. 

Dated: 

Mark Leary 
Executive Director 
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